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LONDON, AFRIL 13, 1872. 
——_>—--- 


APROPOS OF THE TICHBORNE CASE number two, it 
may not be out of place to point out that some of the 
strongest evidence for the defence in the action will 
not be available for the prosecution on the trial of the 
indictments. We allude to the evidence taken upon 
the commissions in Australia and Chili. In an article 
in the Zimes of Wednesday last the various heads of 
evidence in the case were gone through, and non-legal 
readers may probably have assumed that all this evi- 
dence would be again available, although the writer 
certainly does not say so in terms. We apprehend, 
however, that there can be no doubt upon the point. 
If another action were brought, questions might arise 
as to the admissibility of the evidence, but on an 
indictment there would be noground forcontending that 
the evidence would be admissible. In the indictment 
for perjury, which is a misdemeanour, it probably 
might be admitted by consent of the defendant or his 
counsel given in court, but we cannot regard it as 
possible that such consent would be given. In the 
trial for forgery, which is a felony, even consent would 
not make the evidence admissible. Not only cannot 
the evidence already taken abroad be used on the ap- 
proaching trials, but there seems no power to take it 
again for the purposes of the indictments. The sec- 
tion under which the evidence was taken—viz., 1 Will. 
4, c, 22, s. 4, has been held not to apply to indict- 
ments (22. v. Briscoe, 1 D. P. C. 520), and although 
13 Geo. 3, c. 63,8. 40, applies to indictments, it is only 
in case of indictments for offences committed in India. 
It is doubtful how far section 1 of 1 & 2 Will. 4, ec. 22, 
extends this to the case of any other dependencies of 
the English Crown, but it seems clear that in no case 
of an indictment for offences committed in England 
can witnesses be examined abroad (see per Parke, B., in 
R. v. Wood, 7 M. & W. 573). 

It will be remembered that a somewhat similar point 
to this aroso lately before the Committee of Privileges 
in the Aberdeen Peerage case. There, upon the in- 
guiry relating to the dignity the Lords hesitated as to 

e reception of the evidence taken abroad for the pur- 
poses of the Scotch suit relating to the property. They 
ultimately received the evidence de bene esse in the 
absence of the Attorney-General, and the case now 
stands adjourned, The admissibility of the evidence, 
therefore, may yot be argued, though, considering the 
object of the inquiry, and that the functions of the 
Committee of Privileges are rather to advise than to 

ecide, it seems scarcely likely that the Attornoy- 
General will raiso any ‘technical objection to the 
reception of the evidence. Ifhe did object, the ques- 
tion of its admissibility might bo 1able, though 
probably as the Crown was not a party and had no 


opportunity of cross-oxamining the witnesses called, 
it would not bo strictly admissible. 








SoME Discussion has lately taken place in the news- 
papers with regard to a somewhat curious question, 
namely, how far the decisions of Lord Cairns under the 
Albert Arbitration Act are to be regarded as decisions 
of a court of justice, and how far, therefore, they may 
be cited hereafter as binding authorities, either before 
future arbitrators in other similar cases, or before the 
ordinary courts of justice. 

With regard to the effect of such decisions in the case 
of any future arbitration, if such future arbitration is 
instituted upon the same terms as the Albert Arbitra- 
tion, and the arbitrator is clothed with the same powers 
as Lord Cairns, there can be no doubt. By section 11 
of the Albert Arbitration Act, 34 & 35 Vict c. xxxi, “the 
arbitrator may settle and determine the matters by this 
Act referred to arbitration, not only according to the 
legal and equitable rights of the parties as recognised in 
the courts of law or equity, but upon such terms and in 
such manner in all respects as he in his absolute and 
unfettered discretion may think most fit, equitable, and 
expedient, and as fully and effectually as could be done 
by Act of Parliament.” It is quite clear that no arbi- 
trator appointed with such powers as the-e can be in 
any way bound to follow any decision of any other arbi- 
trator; though it is probable that when the same 
question arises before him upon which his predecessor 
has already decided, he will be more than likely to 
follow him. 

How far Lord Cairns’ decisions can be regarded as au- 
thorities in a court of law or equity is a question not 
wholly without difficulty. The wording of the Act is 
very peculiar and very strong. On the one hand, it is 
recited that it is necessary that ‘‘ discretion should be 
placed in an arbitrator ;” and (sec. 3) Lord Cairns is 
appointed “arbitrator ;” the terms ‘‘ arbitration” and 
“ arbitrator” being in fact used throughout the Act. On 
the other hand (sec. 10), “ the arbitrator, in addition to 
the powers and authorities which an arbitrator appointed 
by consent of parties, or by order of a court or a judge, 
has at common law or otherwise, and in addition to the 
powers and authorities expressly given to him by this 
Act, shall have all the powers, authorities, and jurisdie- 
tion vested in or exerciseable by the Court of Chancery.” 
“ Every order, &c., shall have to all intents the like 
effect as if it had been made, &c., by the Court of 
Chancery.” ‘The jurisdiction of the arbitrator shall 
extend to India, &e.” All awards (sec. 23) are to be 
enrolled in Chancery. And (sec. 27) the arbitrator may 
direct costs to be taxed in Chancery. From these pro- 
visions it might well be argued that Lord Cairns, when 
sitting as arbitrator, sits as a branch of the Court of 
Chancery, though with many additional powers spe- 
cially conferred upon him ; and if this view were correct 
it would seem to follow that his decisions would become 
authorities in the same sense as those of any judge of 
the Court of Chancery. But we do not think thisis the 
true meaning of the Act. It seems to us that, notwith- 
standing the remarkable wording of the Act, Lord 
Cairns is an arbitrator and nothing more, though with 
very unusual powers. Andeven were thisotherwise, there 
are two reasons why his decisions should not, strictly 
speaking, bind any court; first, because by section 11, 
p fan cited, he is not bound to follow the rules of law 
or equity; and, secondly, because, by section 21, no 
decision of his can be the subject of an appeal, a cir- 
eumstance always held to deprive the deviston of a court 
of first instance of its effect as a binding authority upon 

other court of co-ordinate jurisdiction, 

But that Lord Cairns’ decisions under the Albert Ar 
bitration Act, wherever they purport to proceed upon 
the settled rules of law and equity, and not to be a mere 
exercise of unfettered discretion, will be cited, and 
that much weight will be given to them im all courts 
in which the same questions arise, cannot, we 
think, be doubted, Loni Coke's Institutes, Shephend’s 
Touchstone, Serjeant Williams's notes to Saunder? 
Reports, the notes of Willes and Keating, JJ, to Smith's 


MN 
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Leading Cases, the judgments of Chancellor Kent, Chief 
Justice Marshall and Justice Story, are not binding 
authorities in any English courts. But are they not 
cited? Ts not quite as much weight given to them as to 
many decisions which are, in the strict sense of the 
term, binding authorities! Practically, we have no 
doubt that the weight attached to Lord Cairns’ Albert 
decisions will be measured by Lord Cairns’ repute as a 
lawyer and a judge. 








THE DISCUSSIONS IN COMMITTEE upon the Ballot 
Bill have been continued this week. Perhaps the most 
important point decided is that the Government have 
carried by a somewhat small majority their plan of 
the present year against an amendment proposed by 
Mr. Gregory for the purpose of substituting a system 
of counterfoils similar to that proposed by the Govern- 
ment in 1870. We have several times pointed out 
what appears to us the necessity of having some such 
contrivance in order to prevent the increase of person- 
ation. Advocates of the Government plan appear to 
content themselves with shewing that personation will 
not be made easier than it is now, but they fail to 
perceive that it will beincreased—not by its beingmade 
more easy, but by its being made more valuable, by 
any change making its effect practically irremediable. 
They also appear to think that the value of scrutinies 
is measured by the frequency of their occurrence, 
whereas their real value consists in their discouraging 
particular malpractices, by preventing them being ne- 
cessarily successful. If anything were wanted to 
convince a lawyer of the advantages of one scheme 
over the other it would only be necessary for him to 
read the speech of the Solicitor-General on Tuesday 
night. Any one who knows Low that learned gentle- 
man can argue when he has any case at all, even a 
weak one, cannot fail to perceive that when he tried 
to support the Government plan he had no case at all. 


If the House of Lords this year instead of rejecting | 


the Ballot Bill altogether, should turn their attention 
to amending it, it is probable that they will adopt Mr. 
Gregory's amendment, or some similar plan. If they 
should do so, it is not unlikely that the amendment 
will be accepted by the Lower House, for the majority 
was small, and the argument all one way. 

For aLL THOSE WHO, unfortunately for themselves, 
are interested in the European Assurance Company’s 
affairs, the scheme of an arbitration before Lord West- 
bury will be an excellent thing. The other proposal 
was for a species of arbitration to be conducted in the 
Court of Vice-Chancellor Malins, with appeal to the 
Lords Justices; and it would have been difficult to 
imagine a plan more infallibly calculated to produce 
unsatisfactory results. The London, Chatham and 
Dover Arbitration under Lords Cairns and Salisbury, 
and the Albert Arbitration under Lord Cairns, haye 
heen eminently succeseful. One can hardly conceive 
possible termination of the proceedings, had these 
huge complications been left to stick in and clog the 
machinery of the ordinary jurisdictions. But the ex- 
pedient of such special Legislative Arbitrations must 
not become a regular resort. It may be that we have 
seen the last of these cases, too large and complicated 
to be dealt with successfully by the Common Law and 
Chancery Courts; but if more should arise, it will be 
necessary to conmder some other remedy. No re- 
proach attaches to the Courts for not being calculated 
te dispose A wach huge matters ; but it would be highly 
inezpedient if Parliament were ever and anon called 
on, ty create « special tribunal for isolated cases. 

Mr. Eykyn thie week asked the Attorney-General, 
in @ rather complicated question, whether it was pro- 
per that ex Chancellors receiving £5,000 a-year as such 
should take arbitrations at £5,000. The Attorney- 


» 


General wrald nh be expected to anewer the question, 
but we do not agree with him in regretting that it 


should have been put. There is no stipulation that an 
ex-Chancellor in return for his £5,000 a-year shall 
give the country his services in the hearing of appeals, 


' If his health is good he ought to do so, but the 
matter is one which must be left to his own conscience 
and self-respect. Lord Cairns has done in arbitration 
work a great service, which very few men but 
himself could have done; and yet by his doing this 
and gaining his well-earned pay for it the country has 
been practically deprived of his services in the appellate 
tribunal of the House of Lords; so that the advantage 
has not been without a drawback. We shall see by- 
and-bye how Lord Hatherley’s long-promised bill will 
deal with the subject of House of Lords appeals. 





DEBATES ON “‘ PRIMOGENITURE,” “ entail,” and the 
like, are getting rather frequent, but we do not remem- 
ber any so unproductive of illumination or suggestion 
as was the debate of this week on Mr. W. Fowler’s 
motion condemning the law of entail as a discourage- 
ment to agriculture. The subject is one which could 
hardly be dealt with except by the Government, and 
pledged as the Government are to deal withland trans- 
fer and real estate intestacy, they had a good reason for 
declining to give any further pledge. Among some 
whimsicalities in the debate of this week, one hon. 
member, if not misrepresented, stated that he had no 
objection to primogeniture, but disapproved of the 
preference given to eldest sons; a riddle which we 
_ give up. Mr. C.S. Read, who is a very sensible man 
| in general, made rather a savage attack upon family 
lawyers, but his observations were characterised by 
such a broad humour of misrepresentation (innocent, 
of course) that one could no more think of solemnly 
| refuting them than Col. Henderson would think of in- 
| interfering to protect the dignity of tho police force 
' from the indignities ofa pantomime. 








CRIMINAL MALICE. 


Lord Bacon’s maxim on the subject of malice is as 
follows :—* In criminalibus sufficit generalis malitia 
intentionis cum facto paris gradus” (Reg. 15), and this 
maxim he proceeds to explain as follows :—“ All crimes 
have their conception in a corrupt intent, and have their 
consummation and issuing in some particular fact : 
which, though it be not the fact at which the intention 
of the malefactor levelled, yet the law giveth him no 
advantage of the error, if another particular ensues of 
as high a nature.” What, therefore, Lord Bacon re- 
quires for criminal liability is (1) a malicious or mis- 
: chievous intention prompting the action of the accused, 
(2) a result of the action or corpus delicti, which either 
is the result intended, or is of the same legal class or de- 
scription with the intended result. The phrases, however 
“paris gradus,” and “of as high a nature,” appear not 
to express accurately what is intended, for the meaning 
seems rather to be that to establish criminal liability for 
an act in such a case (including here in the word “ act ” 
the result of the act), the act is not to be of a higher na- 
ture than the one intended. The datum is the act which 
is charged as criminal ; what is to be investigated is the 
criminality, which depends on the intention, and the 
intention proved must be an intention to do an act of 
as high a degree of criminality as the act which has been 
really done. Thus in tho illustrations given by Lord 
Bacou, to lay poison for A., and thereby unintentionally 
to poison B., is murder ; but on the other hand, to lay 
ge for A. a stranger, and thereby unintentionally 

poison B, a parent, would not, it was thought, be 
yetty treason, which was a crime of a higher degree 
han murder, Similarly, if a man meaning to set fire 
to A.’s house, unintentionally fires the houso of B., or if 
he fires a house in the course of committing a felony, it 
is arson; but if he fires a house in the course of some 
unlawful, but not felonious act, it is not so (Fost. 





and yet it is expected of him that he will do so. 
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258, 259; 1 Hale P. C. 569). This rule, with a proper 
classification of crimes, appears reasonable and just ; 
but in the former state of the law it occasionally pro- 
duced the most absurd and unjust results, as in the 
well-known instance given in the books where the un- 
intentional killing of a man in the act of shooting at 
fowls for the purpose of stealing them was held murder. 
But whatever technical excuse there may have been 
for this determination at a time when all felonies were 
capital, it is plainly not sound at the present day, for 
the penalty being now wholly different the offence itself 
belongs to a different class, notwithstanding that in the 
now absurd and meaningless division of crimes into 
felonies and misdemeanors, larceny and murder are 
both in the class of felonies. 
In the above-cited maxim Lord Bacon does not give 
a defiuition of malice, or state what kind of intention 
will in general amount to malice; the maxim deals only 
with the application or appropriation of the proved 
malice to the state of facts which has ensued. The 
question with him is, granted such malice as would 
have made thé person entertaining it criminally guilty 
if the precise intention had been fulfilled, whether it 
can be connected with the actual unintended result. But 
a definition of malice was given by Littledale, J., in 
McPherson v. Daniels (10 B. & C. 22), which, though 
uttered with reference to a civil cause of action, has been 
constantly cited and applied to cases of criminal liability. 
“Malice (more exactly ‘a malicious act’), denotes a 
wrongful act done intentionally without just cause or 
excuse.” This was spoken with reference to slander, 
and must be condinaak according to the context. Slan- 
derous words are wrongful, being injurious to the repu- 
tation of the person spoken of, in which reputation he 
has a legal property ; they are spoken intentionally, if 
they are meant to be spoken of that person, and are not 
merely uttered by mistake, or under a misapprehension 
of their meaning or application ; they are without just 
cause or excuse unless the occasion be a privileged one, 
in which case evidence of actual malice must be given. 
Applying this to acts charged as criminal, acts are 
malicious if they are wrongful, that is, if they are in 
fact directly injurious to the person or property of 
another ; if they are without just cause or excuse, that 
is, if there was no legal justification arising out of the 
circumstances, such as the necessities of self-defence or 
defence of property; and if that which is done is 
intended. It is with respect to this last element that 
the difficulty arises which the definition of Littledale, J. 
does not solve, but to which Lord Bacon’s maxim 
applies. An act is done which is wrongful, and is 
without just cause or excuse; but though the act is 
intended, the result which actually follows is not. Is 
the doer of the act criminally liable as for a malicious 
injury? In short, is the intention required one which 
must embrace both the act of the doer and the result 
produced, or is it sufficient if the act is itself intentional, 
that is, the result of purpose, and not of accident and 
mischance? According to the maxim the latter i8 sufti- 
cient, for the act being intentional and done without 
_ cause or excuse, if the intended wrongful act had 
een accomplished, it would certainly have been a mali- 
cious in jury. 
But in the case of Queen v. Ward (20 W. BR. 392), 
the curious case arose that an act was done which, if 
it had produced the effect intended, would certainly 
not have hurt or wounded anyone, but which in the 
result did seriously wound a person. The prisoner, 
in search of wild-fowl on waters which he wished to 
cag 4 to himself, saw another person in a boat occupied 
in the same pursuit, He fired in the direction of the 
boat for the purpose of frightening off the rival sports- 
man, and by a sudden change in the position of the 
boat, tho shot, which was intended to pass by it, struck 
and wounded its occupant. Being indicted for “ un- 
lawfully and maliciously wounding,” and convicted 
under findings of tho jury to the above effect, the case 


was reserved for the Court of Criminal Appeal, and 
was heard before fifteen judges. It is unfortunate 
that where so large a number of judges preside it be- 
comes practically impossible to discover the reasons 
which govern their decision. We are obliged, there- 
fore, to be content with the result, which was that 
twelve were in fayour of the conyiction, and three 
against it. But there can hardly be much doubt as 
to the gronnd of the opinion of the majority. The act 
was certainly intentional, it was done without just 
cause or excuse, and it was wrongiul, But what was 
the intended result of the act? Was not that also 
wrongful? It would seem that it was; that a man 
who without just cause or excuse fires so near to 
others (whether to frighten them away or for any 
other reason) as to make the act dangerous, commits 
an indictable offence, punishable as a misdemeanour, 
and would certainly be guilty of manslaughter if he 
caused the death of any of them. The act therefore 
was in itself criminal; and if this is so the maxim 
applies and attaches the malice to the result which 
actually follows. 





RIGHTS ATTACHING TO SECRET PREPARATIONS. 


The only title of an inventor to be protected in the 
exclusive manufacture and sale of his invention is by 
virtue of letters patent. No secret preparation, as 
such, is entitled to any protection against the world 
except what secresy gives. The only way to acquire 
property in an invention is to take out a patent for it, 
when the Court, in the language of Lord Eldon 
( Williams v. Williams, 3 Mer. 157), becomes bound to 
protect it to the full extent of what was intended 
by the grant of the patent, because the patentee 
is a purchaser from the public, and acquires the 
exclusive right for a term of years of manufactur- 
ing and selling the article in consideration of his com- 
municating the secret to the public. : 

But although the proprietor of a secret preparation 
has no title to protection as against the world, yet he 
may have a good title to protection against particular 
persons (Morison v. Moat, 9 Ha. 241). Whether the 
| Court, in the exercise of its jurisdiction to compel 

specific performance of agreements, will restrain a 
person from divulging a trade secret which he has 
| promised to keep, is a question which, according to 
{ Lord Eldon in Williams v. Willinms (sup.), requires 
very great consideration. If it be a secret, as Lord 
Eldon said in Newbery v. James (3 Mer. 446), what 
means does the Court possess of interfering so as to 
enforce its own orders, since it possesses no means of 
determining on any occasion whether its injunction 
against divulging the secret has been violated * while, 
if it be not a secret, there is no ground for interfering. 

In Green v, Folgham (1S. & S. 398), where a parson 
to whom the secret of a medicine had been verbally 
communicated for the benefit of his brothers and 
sisters was declared to hold the secret upon trust for 
their benefit, and was decreed to account tor the profits, 
the decree proceeded on the admission in his answer 
that he considered himself a trustee, thus rendering 
it impossible for him successfully to assert a persona 
title. The Court, however, refused to direct a sale, 
as it had no possible means oither to communicate the 
secret to the purchaser with certainty, or to protect 
him in the enjoyment of it. ait 

The above cases may serve to show the dificulty 
which the Court exporiences in dealing with property 
of so shadowy a nature (if it be property at all) as a 
trado secret, Whenever the Court does interfere to re- 
strain a person from divulging a trade seoret, it is not on 
the ground of any proprictary right of the plaintiff 
therein (for there can be no property, as we have seen, 
in a subject of this nature), but on the ground of 
breach of contract, as in Merisn ¥. Meet (sye.), or af 
breach of trust or confidence, as in Green vy. Pig han 
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(sup.). For instance, if a man who has a trade secret 
employs persons under a contract, express or implied, 
er under a duty, express or implied, those persons 
eannot g2in the knowledge of the secret, and then set 
i¢ up against their employer (Kerr on Injunctions, 
181) ; yet if a man who has a trade secret takes others 
inte his employment without any stipulations as to the 
trade secret, and allows them to learn it, he will not 
be at liberty afterwards to say that they are not en- 
titled to divulge it (Moris v. Moat, sup.) 

In the recent case of James v. Jam-s (20 W. R. 434) 
Lerd Romilly, M.R., was of opinion that when a per- 
gon has discovered a valuable invention, and has not 
patented it, any one who has discovered the ingredients 
may, in the absence of fraud or breach of trust on his 
part, make and sell the preparation, and use the name 
ef the inventor, not in his lifefime, so as to suggest it 
is made by him, but after his death. This exposition 
ef the law on the subject involves two conclusions. 
First, anybody who has discovered the ingredients 
may, in the absence of fraud or breach of trust on his 


part, make and sell the preparation in the lifetime of | 


the inventor, under certain restrictions. Thus he may 
call the article ‘“‘ horseblister,” because it is horse- 
blister; and if his name be James, he may call it 
** James’ horseblister,’”’ but he must not eall it ‘* Lieut. 
James’ horseblister,” because that would be to lead 
the public to believe they were dealing with Lieut. 
James when in fact they were dealing with another 
person (Craft v Day.7 Beay. 84). Secondly, anybody 
who has discovered the ingredients may, in the absence 


ef frand or breach of trust on his part, make and sell | 
the preparation, under the name of the original in- | 


yentor, after his death. As in the case now under 
eonsideration, any person who, by fair means, has 


become possessed of the recipe, may, after the death of | 


Lieut. James, manufacture and sell an article purport- 


img to be Lieut. James’ horseblister. He may lawfully | 
do so, because such article is Lieut. James’ horse- | 
blister: but he may not do anything to lead the public | 
| by the conditions of sale from objecting. The property 
| was sold by the Court under conditions (settled, we be- 
| lieve, by the late Mr. Hayes) which precluded the pur- 


te buy his article under the impression that it is the 
article manufactured and soid by the representatives 
of the original inventor. Thus in the case before us, 


the defendant was at liberty to sell the article sold by | 


Imm 2s Licut. James’ horseblister, because it was 
Laeut. James’ horseblister, and he had acquired the 
recipe by fair means; but he was not at liberty to 
represent that his article was the “only genuine” or 
to use the signature of Robert James (the signature 
of the original inventor), his own signature being 
Robert Jeph James, because that hud a tendency to 
mislead the public. Had the defendant's name been 
Robert Jaines he would of course have been entitled 
te use the signature of Robert James ( Burgess v. Bur- 
gos,3 DL. ML G. 996); but he would not have been 
entitle’ to use it in such a manner as to lead the pub- 
at 8 believe they were dealing with the original in- 
weator of his representatives, while in fact they were 
dealing with another perwm ( Wotherspoon v, Currie, 18 
Wk 
The original inventor of an article may have a 
memdary right to proetion arising after the primary 
fight to preection ia gone. Take, for instance, the 
scent case A Cocks 0. Chandler (19 W. Kh. 594, 1. BH. 11 
pear A man invents a fieh sauce and calla it 
* Mewiing vas, wy which name it becomes generally 
knows. St ix extensively innitated, as is always the 
cane where on, article has acquired anything like a re- 
a it the toarke, and at last the inventor is de- 
t by sryemomes trom the right of stopping 
prreons fron whling Yeading wauce, which in the frat 
mda he yrs: (Krahan, Bustard, Vi W. HK, 
W611 He M7). Yat is he therefore reduced to 
the level A wie iaitators 7 iy 10 meann; for he and 
the yorwms Gnstming under him sre ill entitled w 
deigeats: their article an the “ original,” iiporting 
Cat. itis writs 19 temtsubachase by the proyrimn A 








the original recipe; and any other manufacturer may 
be restrained from applying the designation to his 


oa 
> 


S. 
The ground of all these cases is tho fraudulent at- 
tempt of the imitator to pass off his article as that of 
the original inventor, thereby invading the property 
of the latter, and combining imposition on the public 
with injury to the individual. Mere imposition on the 
public by the sale of a spurious preparation is no 
ground of relief where there is no patent ; for there is 
then no exclusive property in the article in defence of 
which a bill will he. Thus in Canham v. Jones (2 V, 
& B. 218), where the defendant represented that he 
sold, not the plaintiff's medicine, but one of as good a 
quality, Vice-Chancellor Plumer, the medicine not 
being the subject of a patent, held that the defendant 
was perfectly at liberty to do so, and allowed his de- 
murrer to a bill by the original inventor for an account 
and injunction. If the notion of exclusive property 
entertained by the plaintiff in this case were well 
founded, it would be, as the Vice-Chancellor remarked, 
a far better right than that of a patentee, since the 
latter only gets protection for a short term of years, 
The truth is, that where there is no patent there can 
be no exclusive property nor anything beyond the 
personal right which everybody has to prevent other 
ersons using his name for the purpose of reaping the 
ae of the reputation which he has acquired in the 
market. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
CoNDITIONS ON SALES BY THE COURT, 
Else v. Else, M.R., 20 W. R. 286, L. R. 13 Eq. 196, 


The remarks of the Master of the Rolls on this subject 
deserve an attentive perusal. The question was, whether, 
assuming the title to be bad, the purchaser was precluded 





chaser from objecting to the title prior to the instrument 
chosen for the root of title; and made recitals in deeds 
more than twenty years old conclusive, One of such 
deeds recited a devise in fee simple by the will of a former 
owner of the property, omitting a subsequent executory 
gift over in the event of the devisee dying without issue, 
an event which was said to be highly probable. The 
purchaser’s researches led him to take this objection, and 
the Master of the Rolls held that he was not precluded 
by the conditions from doing so, Such a condition 
would be bad on any sale, for it was an essentially mis- 
leading condition. A condition that recitals shall be 
conclusive implies that such recitals are accurate, only 
the vendor «hall not be required to prove that they are 
accurate. If the purchaser can make it appear aliunde 
that wm essential recital is inaccurate, no Court would 
decree specific performance against him, If a vendor 
wishes to preclude the purchaser from taking a particular 
objection which must appear on the documents submitted 
to him, it is evential that the vendor should, as a matter 
of good faith, point out, if not the objection itself, at any 
rate, the natere of the objection in the conditions of 
wale (Beivley v. Carter, \7 W. Kh. 180, L. RB. 4 Ch, 284). 
And if the objection do not appear on the documents sub- 
mitted to the purchaser only by reason of some omission 
or suppression, fraudulent or not, on the part of the 
vendor or his predecessors in title, it stands to reason 
that the vendor shall not be at liberty to derive any bene- 
fit from puch omission or suppronslion, if the purchaser 
arrives at the knowledge of It alinnde, In the present in- 
stance the vendes was sinned againet rather than sinning, 
insemuch we he bought the estate on tho footing of @ 
fee wimyle deviee to bin vendor upwards of thirty yours 
belure the pronout proceedings, Wut av between the 
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present vendor and the purchaser this, of course, made 
no difference. 

The Master of the Rolls preferred to decide the case 
on the ground that the condition was not one which 
under the circumstances could be enforced ona sale by 
the Court, whatever might be the case as between two 
strangers. His Lordship’s remarks seem to point at 
gome distinction between the two oases, as if a case 
might occur in which this Court would discharge a pur- 
chaser on a sale by the Court, though it would not do so 
on an ordinary sale. We venture to think, however, 
that there is no practical distinction. The duty of an 
ordinary vendor with respect to the conditions of sale, is 
exactly the same as that which the Master of the Rolls 
attributes to the conveyances of the Court, namely, not 
to insert anything which may mislead or deceive an in- 
nocent bond fide purchaser, No doubt on sales by the 
Court purchases are made on the supposition that every- 
thing will be fairly disclosed ; but on ordinary sales pur- 
chases are made on the same supposition; and the 
only difference is that misleading conditions are less 
often found on sales by the Court. The Court will not, 


of course, sell a title which it is aware is bad (Piers v. 
Piers, 1 Sau. & Sc, 414), but it will sell what is called 
an unmarketable title, provided it appear that the pur- 
chaser will get the thing that he has bought. 


EXECUTOR—POWER TO PLEDGE CREDIT OF TESTATOR’S 
ESTATE. 


Farhall vy. Farhall, L. J. 20 W. R. 156, L. BR. 7 ch. 123. 


We have in Furhallv. Furhall an express authority that 
an executor has no power to pledge the credit of his tes- 
tator’s estate generally, so as to make the person with 
whom he contracts a creditor of the estate, whatever may 
be his powers of so doing as regards specific assets. In 
other words, an executor who borrows money professedly 
as executor may be liable personally, but cannot be sued 
for it as executor, so as to get execution against the estate 
ofthe testator. It follows from this, that debts contracted 
by the executor as executor cannot come into competition 
with debts contracted by the testator himself, as regards 
payment out of the assets, Jt is laid down by a text 
writer of eminence that in several instances an executor 
may be sued as executor on a promise made by him as 
executor ; and that a declaration on such a promise will 
charge the defendant no further than a declaration on 


a promise of the testator himself (Williams on Executors, | 


6th ed. p. 1636). The authorities relied on in support of 
this conclusion were examined by the Lord Justice, who 
pointed out that in every one of the cases the foundation 
of the promise by the executor as such was a previous 
contract made with the testator. In Ashby v. Ashby, 7 


has advanced money to an executor for the purpose of 
paying adebt of the testator, the person who advances the 
money may have a right to obtain judgment de denis tes- 
tatoris, instead of charging the executor personally ; as 
if a person advancing money to an executor generally for 
the purpose of the estate could luy hold of any property 
of the testator in the executor’s hands; but as Wood, V.C,, 
said in daynes v. Forshaw (11 Ha, 98), no case goes that 
length, The better opinion is, that the remedy is against 
the executor personally, unless the contract with him be 
in pursuance of a previous engagement by the testator ; 
and then, and then only, is judgment de bonis testateris 
recoverable, 

SErTLUMeENtT—ULtiMats Trust IN DevauLr or Issue 

INOPERATIVE, 
Gibbs v. Grady, MR, 20 W. R257, 

The ground of thia deviaion waa the olroumatance that 
the only subsisting truat of the settlement waa purely 
Voluntary, all the Interests which were within the oon. 
sideration of the marriago having expired, An ultimate 
trust of the lady's fortune, in defauls of iaaue, for the 








next of kin of the lady—the ultimate trast in Gib}: v. 
Grady—is necessarily voluntary, being a trust for 
collateral relatives (Smith v. Cherrill, 15 W.R. 919, L. BR. 
4 Eq. 390), and the Master of the Rolis seems to have 
regarded it a3 a mere nudum pactum on the part of the 
lady—a voluntary promise on her part to die intestate, 
since it was not preceded by the usual power of appoint- 
ment, Such a voluntary promise could not be binding 
on her ; at all events the Court could not consider her as 
bound to perform it for the benefit of mere volunteers 
_ Lord Langdale, M.R, in Godsali v. Webb, 2 Ke. 

22). The distinction is well known between executory 
trusts, to which the Court will not give effect in favour 
of volunteers, and executed trusts, which are irrevocable 
in the absence of a power of revocation, and will be 
enforced as against the party creating them, whether or 
not there has been consideration, as in ill v. Cureton 
(2 My. & K. 403). The present case may remind the 
reader of Cramer v. Moore (3 W. R. 347, 2 Sm. & Giff. 
141), where the covenant to settle the wife’s reversionary 
interest was entered into by the husband alone, and re- 
mained executory, since he never executed any assign- 
ment of the property ; wherefore it was held that she 
was not bound. In Wollaston v. Tribe (13 W. RB. 83, 
L. R. 9 Eq. 44) the settlement was executed ; but there 
the ratio decid-ndi was that the lady did not know what 
she was about when she signed the deei, which was not 
the ground of the decision in Gibds v. Grady. 





COMMON LAW. 
PARTNERSHIP. 
Noakes vy. Barlow, Ex.Ch., 20 W. R. 383. 

Before the cases of Gor v. Hickman (8 H.L. 263) and 
Bullen v. Sharp (14 W. RB. 338, L. R. 1 C. P. 86) no one 
would have dreamed of doubting that the arrange- 
ment disclosed in this case constituted a partnership for 
the purposes of the adventure. The agreement between 
the defendant and Bellamy, who had engaged in a joiat 
building speculation, contained every element of partner- 
ship which could be looked for in such an aiventare. 
The most conspicuous evidences of partnership, indeed, 
the use of a partnership style and signature, and a com- 
mon place of business, were wanting; but these no one 
would expect to find in such a partnership. Every other 
incident of a partnership (including a joint banking 
account, and an equal division of profit and loss) was 
present. The case is useful, however, as correcting the 
idea which the decisions above referred to seem to hare 
engendered, that unless people hold themselves out to the 
world as partners, or make themselves partuers in express 
terms, they cannot be made liable as such; and certainly 
expressions were used in those cases, especially in Bullen 


B. & C. 444, Bayley, J., certainly said, that when a person | ¥. Stary, which might not unnaturally give rise to that 


Opinion, and which probably misled the learned judge 
who tried this cause into directing a verdict for the de- 
fendant. The share in profits, though ao longer treated 
as conclusive evidence of parimership, mast always be 
a circumstance of great weight; bué the divisioa of profit 
and loss is of still more weight, as implying more strongly 
aright to interfere with the conduct of the basinesa. It 
was stated that agreements of the kind here proved are 
common; if so, it is probable that many persons will be 
surprised to learn that they are habdle as partaers ia re- 
spect of transactions relating to adventures of this sart 
whieh they have embarked ia, They will protadby en- 
deavour for the future to protect Qhemselves dy suipala- 
tions forbidding the acting partner from pledging Uheir 
oredit, asd it will then come to be seen how far persona, 
not in any way known or holding Chemselves oat as 
partnera, oan by such express stipulations profieet em- 
selves from liability; but it may de safely sald that as 
long as they reserve to themselves aay power of interiee- 
ing in the conduct of the business, or take any part 1 
direction, they will fail ia diaproving Uhat partaership 
ageney whioh ix the natural inference from the other 
elements of the case, 
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COMPETENCY OF PRISONER TO GIVE EVIDENCE. 
The Queen v. Payne, C.C.R., 20 W. R. 390. 

A practice had lately crept in (in which we believe 
Mellor, J., had led the way in cases tried before him in 
the Oxford and South Wales Circuits) of allowing one of 
two prisoners who were jointly given in charge to the 
jury to be called on behalf of the other. The practice 
had been reluctantly followed by Lush, J., on the 
authority of these decisions; but it was generally felt 
that it was a course of very doubtful propriety. The full 
Court of Criminal Appeal (fifteen judges being present) 
have now decided that 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, s. 2 has 
reference only to civil causes, and does not make a 
prisoner who is party to the record a competent witness. 
The argument for the contrary view certainly derived 
some colour from the special provision of section 3, thatthe 
Act should not make any person charged in a criminal 
proceeding competent, or compellable, to give evidence 
for or against himself ; but the Court regarded that sec- 
tion as inserted ex majori cautela. It was argued that 
interest was the real ground of disqualification ; that to 
be a party to the record was only to possess the highest 
degree of interest; and that, when that objection was 
partially removed by 6 & 7 Vict. ¢. 85, and wholly 
removed by 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, there was no ground 
any longer for excluding the testimory. But, in truth, 
the reason for the exclusion of a prisoner’s evidence was 
rather the reverse of this. In civil causes, a party could 
not give evidence because the bias was thought to be too 
strong to permit of his evidence being trustworthy, and, 
as observed by Bramwell, B., the objection could be 
waived by the other side. But the reason why a prisoner 
could not give evidence was, because he could not be 
cross-examined ; and if a co-defendant were admitted to 
give evidence now, section 3 of the Evidence Act would pro- 
tect him from all cross-examination which might tend to 
his own conviction. The effect, therefore, of allowing 
the practice proposed, would be only to allow of two 
prisoners jointly charged acquitting one another. 


GENERAL AVERAGE. 
Harrison v. Bank of Avstralasia, Ex., 20 W. R. 385, 
L. RB. 7 Ex. 39. 
Whatever mzy be the justice and wisdom of allowing 


tke shipowner to claim general average contribution from | 


tke owners of cargo (and as to this there has been con- 
tiderable diversity of opinion), the practice is now too 
Srmiy established to be successfully attacked. The only 
yzestion ix, what are the circumstances which will entitle 
him to recover om this ground. It can scarcely be said 
that the case of Harrison v. Bank of Australasia adds 
much to car knowledge on thishead. Assuming, as we do, 
that the judgment of Kelly, C.B., and Bramwell, B., isthe 
correct one, and that it will be affirmed in the Exchequer 
Ceamber against the opinion of Martin and Cleasby, BB, 
is does not in principle corry the matter further than pre- 
vious decisions. The case (which tarned on the ship- 
Owners righs to recover general average contribution for 
spare necessarily barned with his nearly exhausted coal 
to keep the pampes going, and «0 to keep the ship afloat) 
was decided by Kelly, C.B., and Bramwell, B. on the 
grvond thas the peril was imminent and the sacrifice ex- 
tracrcinary. It was morally certain, at the time of 
cutting up the spars, that the ship would have shortly 
tank if thie had not heen done, and, therefore, unless the 
captain ia bound to wait until the ship fs actually sink- 


img, i ia dificals to see how it conld be sald that the | 


perl was not imminent. In fact, the opposite view 
tehuce the captain to the dilemma of being obliged to 
wait wmtil is ie too late to do anything usefully. Martin 
and Cash, BL., ineiet on the tone teat being, whether 
the Grewmatanece will justify « jettison, an excellent 
qetion (4 wk when « jetioom is dalmed for, but 
‘tnngn sonmetines onguardesly given aa the criterion) 
an Srvionaly sinars ome when the sacrifices Is of w totally 


different kind. A jettison is not justifiable when it can 
be of no service, and there are many cases where a sink- 
ing ship cannot be effectually helped by any jettison, but 
may be saved by an extraordinary sacrifice applied, for 
instance, in stopping a leak, or by emptying the contents 
of barrels into the hold and using the empty barrels to 
float the vessel. In such cases, and the present case was 
such an one, jettison can be no test, yet the peril may 
be as extreme as in any caseof jetticon. One subtlety 
was propounded by Cleasby, B., which is tickling to the 
fancy, because it brings at once to our view the school- 
man of the middle ages, and the monk who, as Luther 
tells us, argued that “his head could go through this 
hole, but the bigness of his head could not go through 
this hole.” The captain’s view, the learned judge ar- 
gued, was directed, not to the contingency of the vessel 
sinking in a short time, but to the contingency of his 
meeting in that short time with some other vessel whose 
assistance would prevent her from sinking. Why not 
say, his attention was directed to the contingency of 
Neptune appearing with his nymphs and tritons and bear- 
ing up the ship, as they did the fleet of Aineas? or to 
any other sudden and wonderful interposition from 
Heaven, which would make all calculation foolish? We 
should have thought that if a man makes a calculation 
about a future and contingent event, his view is not 
the less directed to the probability of its happening 
because he takes into account the reasons which make it 
more or less probable. 

If the imminence of the peril was allowed, there could 
be no doubt about the extraordinary use of the spars; 
equally, however, no doubt that the extra coals, which the 
length and tempestuous character of the voyage made 
necessary, were in no sense put to an extraordinary use, 
or used in any extraordinary way. Indeed, in refusing 
! to recognise this claim the Court were going no further 
| than Wilson v. Bank of Victoria (L. R. 2 Q. B. 203). 








REVIEWS. 

The Leaders of Public Opinion in Ireland. By Wiis 
Epwarp Hartrotr Lecxy, M.A. London: Longmans. 
The real history of Irish grievances and Irish discontent 

| is a subject on which most of us are thoroughly ignorant. 

It has been a very difficult matter to unravel, and so far 

as attempts have been made at presenting it, the results 

| have not for the most part been rendered in an interesting 
form, to say nothing as to accuracy or impartiality. But 
Mr. Lecky, whose name is a guarantee for the value of his 
work, has presented this history in an exceedingly attractive 
form, by writing it in a narration of the lives and careers 
of four representative men —Dean Swift, Henry Flood, 
Grattan, and Daniel O'Connell. The work is very inte- 
resting, and might be appropriately read as a sequel to 
Mr. Richey’s lectures on Irish history. When we hear 
ople arguing that the Irish Church Act or the Irish 
tas Act must be erroneous in principle because they have 
not immediately dried up the fountain of Irish discontent, 
we can only wish that such people would read this volume. 
Remedial measures must work their end in time, but can- 
not immediately allay a disaffection which had acquired 4 
heavy momentum. Noone who reads the abominable pieces 
of legislation by which Irish industry was crushed in the 
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, or the equally abomi- 

' nable penal restrictions under which Irish Roman Catholics 
laboured up to the days of Grattan, can wonder at a large 

| amount of “Trish disaffection.” Poor Ircland has had two 

things against her, the oppression of her big conquering 
neighbour, and the weakness of her own national character, 
or rather the second has been the occasion of the first. 
| But for the laxity, the weakness, “unstable as water,” of 

Irish national character, Ireland would probably have been 
| at Scotland ; just as Poland, bad the Poles been morally 

, stronger, might now have been in as good a position as Hun- 
gary : all which, however, docs not exonerate England. 

Mr. Lecky, in hin introduction, re vory woll the ne- 

| commit whlet binds England and Ireland together, and 

| the Genstnons consequences which must result from @ #e- 

| paration, if » separation wore ponsible, He is equally just 
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in his condemnation of the modern system of politics under 

which measures directed to ‘the Irish difficulty ” are too 
often brought forward for merely partisan purposes. His 
views as to what is needed may be gathered from the fol- 
lowing passage :— 

** The three great requisites of good government for Ire- 
land are that it should be strong, that it should be just, and 
that it should be national. It should be strong, as opposed 
to that miserable system which resists every measure of 
popular demand as long as the country is quiet, and then 
concedes it without qualification as the prize of disloyalty 
and crime, and which has made it a settled maxim among 
Irishmen that the favours of the Government are bestowed 
upon every class in direct proportion to the dangers that are 
apprehended from it. It should be just, as opposed to that 
system which at one time leans wholly to Catholics or to 
tenants, and at another time wholly to Protestants or to 
landlords, which will suffer an illegal procession in one pro- 
vince that would be rigidly repressed in another, and which 
subordinates all questions of patronage or principle, and 
even in some instances the very execution of the Jaws, to the 
exigencies of party politics. By such systems the respect 
for law has been fatally weakened, and their abandonment 
is the first condition of political health. But in addition to 
this, it appears to me to be perfectly evident, from the exist- 
ing state of public opinion in Ireland, that no Government 
will ever command the real affection and loyalty of the 
people which is not in some degree national, administered in 
a great measure by Irishmen and through Irish institu- 
tions.” 

The four papers now published in this volume are not 
now presented to the public for the first time; but at this 
time their republication is appropriate. Swift (1667-1747), 
says Mr. Lecky, created an Irish public opinion; from 
thence the course of events is traced in unbroken sequence 
down to the death of O’Connell in 1847. We recommend 
the book cordially to our readers; but we may add the 
hope that young readers desirous of becoming great advo- 
cates will not copy the bombastic specimens of Hibernian 
rhetoric which Mr, Lecky quotes as admired specimens of 
eloquence. 








COURTS. 
COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 
LINCOLN’ S-INN-YIELDS. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Murray, acting as Chief Judge.) 
March 27.—Re King. 

A bankrupt deposits with his brother, by way of seevrity, 
two deeds of assignment, and further charge which had been 
made to the bankrupt of a reversionary interest under a will. 
No notice having been given to the trustees of the fund of the 
deposit, 

Held, that the property was within the order and disposition 
of the bankrupt, and passed to the assignee in bankruptcy. 

This was a claim by the assignee under the bankruptcy of 
James King to a sum of £432 8s. 5d. £3 per cent. Reduced 
Annuities standing in the names of trustees, and which stock 
represented a legacy of £400 boqueathed to one Frederick 
Williamson by the will of his father, expectant on the death 
of Mrs, Mary Williamson, now deceased. The case was 
argued some days since, and tho facts appear in the judg- 
ment. 

Mr. Tomlins (solicitor) for the claimant. 

Mr, Munday (solicitor) for the trustee of the fund, and for 
Mr. John King, 

The following authorities wore cited: Ex parte Newton, re 
Goren, 4 Deac, & Ch. 188, also roported, 2 Mont. & Ayrton, 
51; Lloyd v. Banks, TR, 3 Ch, 488, 16 W. R, 988, 

Mr. Registrar Murnay.—Tho chief point in this case 
arises on a question of order and disposition. It appears 
that in tho year 1862 tho logacy (being thon reversionary) 
was assigned by Williamson to the bankrupt, to seoure a 
sumof £200, or thoroabouts, tho assignment being carried 
out by two doods, ono dated tho 27th of June, 1862, and 
the othor a doed of further chargo, dated the 26th of Sep- 
tember, in tho samo year. In tho following month of 
January (1863) Jamos King, tho bankrupt, having borrowed 
from his brothor, Mr, John King, a sum of £171 16s, 1d, 
deposited thoso two doods of assignment with him by way 
of security, Within a very short time after the equitable 
deposit so made, tho bankrupt, in consideration of a dobt due 





from Williamson to him and of a further sum of £97 10s. be- 
came the absolute purchaser of the legacy of £400 from Wil- 
liamson, this transaction being carried out by a fresh deed 
of assignment dated the 28th of February, :1863. This - 
deed recites the two previous deeds of assignment and 
further charge to the bankrupt, but contains no mention_ of 
the equitable deposit to Mr. John King. This fact is not 
unimportant, because it has been put forward as a strong 
feature in the case of the assignee in bankruptcy on the 
question of notice, to which I shall presently refer, that 
this deed of assignment, as well as the two previous mort- 
gage deeds, were prepared on behalf of the bankrupt by the 
firm of solicitors who were then and still are solicitors for 
the trustee of the fund in question. The brothers after- 
wards went into partnership, which appears to have been 
dissolved in 1866 after heavy losses, but this partnership 
had nothing to do with the private loan transaction between 
the brothers, except in so far as it’seems to have led to th« 
bankruptcy of James King, out of which the present con- 
tention arises. James King was adjudicated bankrupt ox 
the 21st June, 1867, at which time the interest in the legac. 

was still only reversionary. The assignee being desirous ot 
putting the bankrupt’s interest up to sale, a correspondence: 

ensued with the solicitors for the trustees, who were then also 
acting as solicitors for the brother, John King, and his 
alleged rights as against the fund being insisted on, no 
further steps were taken to realise the bankrupt’s interest, 

but in the year 1869 Mrs, Williamson died, and the legacy 
having thus fallen into possession, the Court is now calkd 
upon to decide the rights of the parties; for which purpese 
the trustee of the fund aad the brother, John King, har- 

been made respondents upon this application. 

The assignees’ case has been rested on two grounds, (1 
that the debt has been paid, (2) that John King havinz 
given no notice of his equitable deposit to the trustees of the 
fund until after the adjudication of bankruptcy, the rever- 
sionary interest in the whole fund was at the date of the 
bankruptcy in the order and disposition of the bankrupt, 
and passed to the assignees free from the mortgage. 

As regards the first ground a long investigation has 
taken place before me, and I have already decided that the 
evidence was insufficient to show payment of the debt, or 
any part of it. 

It therefore becomes necessary to decide the point as to 
the notice, and this part of the case is toa great extent 
cleared by the admission made at the bar by Mr. Munday, 
who appears on behalf both of the trustee of the fund and 
also of Mr. John King, that the trustees had in fact no 
notice of the equitable deposit until after the bankruptey : 
and this admission must be entered in the order which I 
propose to make on the application. Ever since the ease 
of yall v. Roiwles, 1 Ves. 348, before Lord Hardwicke, it 
has been the law that in the case of an assignment of an 
ordinary chos: in eetiow the assignee must do everything 
towards having possession which the subject admits; he 
must do that which is tantamount te oltsining pesses- 
sion by placing every person who has an equitable or legal 
interest in the matter under an obligation to treat it as his 
(the assignee’s) property. For this purpose notice must 
be given to the legal holder of the fund. And if he 
omit to give that notice he is guilty of the sume degre 
and species of neglect as he who leaves a personal chattel 
to which he has acquired a title in the actual possession and 
under the absolute control of another person. The conse- 
quence of this doctrine is that im cases of assignments of 
choses in action by a man who afterwards becomes bankrupt, 
they will be considered as being in his possession, anler, er 
disposition at the time of his bankruptey unless theassignee 
shall have taken all the necessary steps to divest them com- 
pletely out of the bankrupt, one of those steps being the 

iving proper notice of the assignment, See Tadar p. 235, 

t was at ono time supposed that a bankrupt’s reverstonary 
interest in a chose ix action not falling inte possession uatual 
after his bankraptey was exempt from the rule as te order 
and disposition, and in support of this proposition, the case 
of Be parte Newton, Inve Geren, was cited before ma The 
marginal note is this, “A bankrupt deposits with the 
votitioner by way of equitable mortage an assignment which 
find been to the bankrupt of a reversionary interest under a 
wer given to the 


will, no notice of the assignment having + 
executors cither by the bankrupt or by the pebtionar (he 


equitable mortgagee), Held, that the property was Ret 
within the ontor and disposition af the hankrapt” The 
Judges of the Court of Review considera that the artes had 





NNadocue eae Mates a 


PD Me Bat 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 13, 1872, 








gone far enough as to the doctrine ef reputed owner- 
ship where notice is omitted to be given of the assignment 
of a chose in action; and Sir John Cross, in his judgment, 
doubted whether a reversionary interest could properly come 
within the reputed ownership clause. A case of a similar 
kind (Rawbone’s Trust, 3 K. & J. 300, 5 W. R. 436—796) 
afterwards came before the present Lord Chancellor, when 
Vice-Chancellor, and his Lordship on the first hearing 
before him decided—the point being a new one—that a 
bankrupt’s reversionary interest in a legacy not falling into 
ion till after the bankruptcy is exempt from the rule 

as to order and disposition. But within a very short time 
after this decision the precise point came before the Lords 
JJ. in a case of Bartlett v. Bartlett, 1 De G. & J. 127, 5 
W. R. 541, and may be considered as settled. The 
marginal note of that case is as follows: B. assigned his 
reversionary interest in a fund in court to T., who obtained 
common stop-order.” T. afterwards mortgaged this 
interest to H., but no fresh stop-order was obtained. T. be- 
came bankrupt before the reversionary interest came into 
possession : Held, that it passed to his assignees in bank- 
ruptcy free from the mortgage as having been within his 
jer and disposition at the time of his bankruptcy with the 

of ti ue owner. Held also, that this result was 

nted by the fact that T. had acted as the solicitor 


the 


. in the mortgage transaction, and that H. relied on | ‘ 1 
| the case ; that the case depended mainly on the evidence of 
| His | 
r then read the terms of the judgment pronounced by | 


cing whatever was necessary to make the security per- 
or by the fact that B. knew of the mortgage.” 
tice Knicht Bruce, and proceeded.] The decision 

ted in a re-hearing of the case of Raswbone’s 
ice-Chancellor Wood, who considered himself 
wrtlett vy. Bartlett, and decided accordingly, 
first order was upheld on other 


satisfied myself by these | 


e before me must be decided in 





NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 
LivERPOOL. 


(Betcore Mztzor, J., and Special Juries.) 
pril 10.—Morgan v. Steble and Jamesm. 

This was an action brought by the plaintiff against the 
Gefendante, who are solicitors practising in Liverpool, to 
recover 4 sum of money, the alleged proceeds of the sale of 
some property. and excited considerable interest. 


Mr. Torr, QC., and Mr. W. H. Butler, were for the 
plaintiffs: Mr. Holker, @C., Mr. Charles Russell, Q.C,, 


The plaintiff wes married in the year 1863 to the widow 
of a tallow-chandier, and in 1864 bought some land in 
Boundary-street. on which he began to put up some build- 
ings, and, wanting funds, applied to the Perpetual Benefit 
Building Society for 2 loan, and obtained in all from the 
society about £1,750. which was secured by a mortgage. 
The case alleged wes that in the early part of 1866, the 
plaintif ¢g into difficulties, and being in arrear, 
the sxciety estered into poescesion. The plaintiff, be- 
coming more involved, determined ‘o sell the property, 
ama Mre Morgen went to the defendant’s office, and saw 
the defendent Jameom (the other defendant, Steble, had 
previcoms to this cease] to hive anything to do with the 
business, ond retired from partnershipic 1870) and inetructed 
bise to sell the property, expecting to obtain about £500 be- 
youd the mortgage. The plaintiffe then alleged that Mr. 
Jemneson sent fora Mr. Cheers, a land agent, for whom he 
head been emgage’ previoudy, and sivised Lim to buy the 
property. Cheers offered firet £159 beyond the mortgage, 
then £09). Of this fer Jameom 14 Mrs. Morgan, who 
wee menaging the business for her husband. She refused 
thie, eeying eae must have at leset £59 more. A few days 
her 4m exvostion lor £4 waa put inty the plaintiff's house. 
Of thie Mir. Semen wes aware, and sent off for Cheers, 
2h wt to him, “ Things have gone further than when we 
‘at, wah, yon may have this property for £199,” and sent 
bie to Mire. Morgen to make the Mer. She at last agreed 
Wo most hime the next day 2 Jamneeon’s Mice, and eomsentA 
te tee the 4106. Obeors, who wea calle for the plaintiff, 
test that Jessen yropeet that Oneore thonlA buy the 


octtine 
g£tt.ing 


propery for £500 | that Jemewm woul sAvane: the money ; | 


thats tee pie, baring n execution in the house, onild 
aA sta the le, that Cheers thowld rel the 
property, wed tha the prt dhoild be divided between 








them. When Mrs. Morgan met Cheers in Jameson’s office, 
Cheers handed her a £100 note which Jameson had given 
him before ; but Jameson took the note, saying, ‘* Mr, 
Morgan must sign the conveyance first.” This was done 
next day, but instead of paying over the £100 note he gave 
him only £10 in silver, and next day a cheque for £48 16s., 
saying, “ The rest must be kept for eosts.” The plaintiff 
has never received the balance. About this time Cheers, who 
had bought the interest of the society in the property, and 
re-mortgaged the property to them, was asked by the de- 
fendant Jameson to execute a second mortgage for £300, to 
secure the £100 advanced and costs. Cheers consented to 
do this, on the condition that no claim should be made by 
Jameson afterwards for his share of the profits of the re-sale, 
The property was re-sold for a profit of £700. Cheers paid 
to Jameson the £300 secured by the second mortgage ; this 
was the amount claimed by the plaintiffs. The defendants 
denied the plaintiffs’ case from the beginning, alleging it to 
be a conspiracy on the part of Cheers to extort money ; and 
that Mr. Jameson was never employed to sell the property, 
and that all he had to do with it was the preparing the con- 
veyance. 

His Lorpsuip, in summing up the case, told the jury that 
there was no evidence to show that the defendent Steble 


| knew anything about the transactions, and it was only as 


Mr, Jameson’s partner at the time that he was implicated in 


Cheers, and if they found that his statements were true, Mr. 
Jameson was unfit to be upon the roll of attorneys, and upon 
application to any Court at Westminster his name would be 
struck off. 

The case began on Monday, and at 4.30 on Tuesday, the 
jury retired for about three hours, but being unable to agree 
were discharged.— Times Report. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Cantos Coover, barrister-at-law, has been appointed, 
by the Town Council of Norwich, to be Judge of the Guild- 
hall Court of Record of that city, in the room ot Mr. Natha- 
niel Palmer, deceased. Mr. Cooper is the son of the late 
Charles Cooper, Esq., barrister-at-law, by Rose, his wife. He 
is in his fifty-seventh year, and was educated at the Norwich 
Grammar Schoo]. He was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s Inn 
in Jannary, 1839, and soon after joined the Norfolk Circuit, 
attending also the Norwich, Swaffham, Yarmouth, and 
Lyuu borough sessions. In 1862 he was nominated a re- 
vising barrister on his circuit, and has been Recorder of 
Thetford since December, 1865. 


Mr. Bensamin Pace Grimsey, solicitor, of Ipswich, has 
been appointed by Mr. Worlledge (Circuit No. 33), to be 
Registrar of the Ipswich County Court, in succession to Mr. 
Charles Pretyman, who has retired, after having held the 
office since the establishment of the county courts in 1846. 
Mr. Grimsey was admitted in 1856, and for several years has 
acted as Deputy Registrar of the County Court, in which 
capacity a large share of the work fell to him, the whole of 
the bankruptcy business of the Ipswich district since the 
Act of 1869 having been conducted by him, 


Mr. Ricuarp Cuity Hearn, solicitor, of Warwick, has 
been appointed Clerk of the Peace for the borough of War- 
wick, in succession to his deceased father, Mr. Thomas Heath. 
The appointment has been made for four months only, this 
temporary arrangement being thought desirable by the ma- 
gistrates in consequence of the anticipated abolition of courts 
of quarter sessions. Mr. RK. C, Heath was certificated in 
1455, and for the last two years has been under-sheriff for the 
county of Warwick, which office had been held by his father 
uninterruptedly for upwards of thirty years, He is a mem- 
her of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 


Mr. Pusetron James Watts, solicitor, of Bodmin, Corn- 
wall, bas been appointed ‘Town Clerk of that borough, in 
succession to the late Mr, Bray. Mr. Wallis was certificated 
in December, 1462, and for a few years past has heid the 
oltice of deputy coroner, 


Mr. Fusncis Wyney, solicitor, of Denbigh, has been a 
yAnted Town Clerk of that borough, in the place of Mr. 
tichard Williams, who had held the office ince the Ler. | 
of the Municipal Keform Act in 1436, and has now real 

from failing health, Mr, Wynne was admitted in 1668, and 
has Ween for the last wix years in partnership with Mr 
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Williams, during which period he has been Deputy Town 
Clerk. 

Mr. CuHAarLEs Munro Barker, solicitor, of Sunderland, 
has been appointed clerk to the magistrates of the Castle 
Eden division of the county of Durham, in succession to 
Mr. J. 8S. Robinson, deceased. Mr. Barker was admitted in 
1852. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Casks SENT To THE County Covrts. 

Sir,—In your leading article of your journal of the 30th 
March, 1872, referring to the case of Renninson v. Walker, 
you erroneously state :—* By section 7 of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 
142, an action of contract for not more than £50 may, 
within eight days after issue joined, be sent to a county 
court ;” whereas by that section it should be said, “ within 
eight days from the day upon which the writ shall have 
been served upon a defendant.” Wo. Bices. 

138, Pentonville-road, Islington, London, 

5th April, 1872. 

{Our correspondent is quite right. Our expression was 
inaccurate, though the inaccuracy did not at all affect the 
point with reference to which we were speaking.—En. S, J.] 





Tue Certiricare Dury, 

Sir,—I observe in the Solicitors’ Journal & Reporter of the 
6th inst., a suggestion by J.J. that as the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has a surplus he might abelish the solicitors’ 
certificate duty. I think so too, but inregard to myself, and 
such as me, if there be any or many, I being now nearly 
seventy-cight years old, and having paid between £400 and 
£500 duty, I think we might fairly be excused for the future. 

Tomas SamveL WricuHtT. 
Laburnum Villa, Russell Terrace, Leamington, 
9th April, 1872. 





Tue Iyrernationat Law or Damaces. 

Sir, —With reference to the purely legal aspect of the 
Alabama question, I should feel much gratified if, with your 
usual courtesy, you would allow me to draw attention to a 

rinciple of law which has not (to my knowledge) been re- 
erred to by any of the numerous writers upon the subject 
hitherto. The principle I allude to is expressed in the 
Institutes of the Emperor Justinian (iv. 3, 10) and is to the 
following effect,—‘' In estimating the damages which the 
owner of a slave who has been wrongfully killed is entitled 
to recover against the wrongful killer, account is to be 
taken not only of the direct value of the slave as such (say 
£20), but also of the tndirect losses which his death has 
occasioned to the owner; for example, the value of an 
inheritance (say £20,000) bequeathed to the slave, which the 
slave, had he survived to take up the same, would have ac- 
quired for the benefit of his owner.” Tho principle thus 
expressed was the undoubted rule of the Roman law ; it 
finds expression in numerous other passages of that juris- 
prudence; moreover, inthe particular passage which has been 
noted, it is stated in no casual manner as a mere oditer 
ictwn, but is introduced in its logical order, and witha deliber- 
ate purpose, This being so, and it being remembered that the 
maxims of the Roman jurisprudence are the foundation of 
international law, and are indoed accepted in general by the 
municipal laws of all Christian nations as the ultimate 
yunds of decision in cases where these latter systems of 
jJurisprudenco are either silent or inapplicable, the question 
of allowing the Amorican claim for indirect damages to be 
submitted to the proposed arbitrators at Genova seems to 
narrow itself to this,—It being (for it is) admitted that such 
damages aro not recoverable by the municipal jurisprudence 
dithor of England or of Amorica, as between the subjects of 
either state, ave the two nations as between themselves to be 
regulated by tho concordant maxims of their respective 
municipal systoms, or are thoy entitled or are they bound as 
botwoen thomselven to submit themselves respectively to the 
operation of the Roman maxim oxprossed and exemplified 
above? According aa the common principle of the two 
municipal aystema, or the paramount principle of the Roman 
Law as tho basis of tho international aystom is the juster 
and moro proper rule, the English liability for the indirect 
damages claimed by the Americans, must be rejected in the 
formor caso and admitted in the latter, Probably the 
Roman juriaprudence would bo aclected by the international 





arbitrators, who are mostly civilian, as affording the truer 
ratio decidendi of the two; possibly even the framer er 
framers of the American case have astutely had this préba- 
bility in view; England, however, seems not to beaware either 
this probability or of this possibility, and England therefore 
seems to be in danger of drifting unconsciously (if she has 
not already drifted) into a current which will carry her, if 
she yield to it or continue in it, into an abyss of irremedi- 
able indebtedness. "Whether she shall choose to do so, it is 
for others than the lawyer to decide; I have felt it, how- 
ever, to be a duty on my part to put this matter plainly be- 
fore the English people, and if it were my further duty to 
advise that people, I should say ‘‘ Back out instantly from 
the current” until you know the rule of law which guides, 
or is to guide its motion. To have ascertained this mat- 
ter first would doubtless have been well, but to be apprised 
of it behindhand even may possibly not prove ill. Fer 
might not some mutual rapprochement of the two countries 
be yet contrived upon it, as upon a latent ambiguity im the 
treaty ?—some rapprochement which should save alike the 
interests as the honour of both countries equally, at the 
same time that it ensured the maintenance and the success 
of the amicable settlement which was intended, and which is 
universally desiderated. A. Brown. 
Lincoln’s Inn, April 10th, 1872. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 
HOUSE O° LORDS. 

* April 11.—Justices of the Peace Qualification Bill.—Lord 
Albemarle moved the second reading. It was proposed to 
abolish the restriction of the office to incomes of £100 a-year 
from land, and to recognise incomes arising from personality. 
He dwelt onthe difficulty experienced in finding a quorum under 
the present system.—Lord Beauchamp opposed the bil. 
Ratepayers thought that the magistrates who administered 
county finance should be directly interested in economy.— 
The Duke of Somerset approved a relaxation of the present 
restriction, in order to remove the present difficulty of 
obtaining magistrates.--The Duke of Marlborough denied 
that there was any difticulty—Lord Vivian thought there 
was the greatest difficulty, but £100 a-year in personalty was 
an unsatisfactory qualification. In Scotland the qualifica- 
tion had been abolished altogether.—The Lord Chancellor 
had not heard before of this difficulty of getting magistrates. 
He disapproved of the distinction between realty and 
personalty income, and should support the bill —The Duke 
of Richmond opposed the bill—Earl Morley supported it. 
--The bill was thrown out by 36 to 26. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

April 8.-—-Zhe Tickdorne Cause —Mr. Neville-Greaville 
asked the Attorney-General whether it was a fact that ax 
learned counsel were retained to prosecute & prisoner new in 
Newgate, charged with perjury ; if so, whether it was ae 
cessary or usual to employ so many lawyers ia a criminal 
case; and, further, whether it was the inteation of the 
Government to maintain the system of disallowing the ax- 
penses of prosecutions in the previnces.—The Attorney-Gea- 
eral said: Assuming that the question referred to the 
Tichborne case, the proper answer to a question of that sect 
depended on the nature of the case, and that a course @x- 
tremely proper in one case might be improper in anether. 
But if the hon, member meant to ask whether it was usaal 
to take the particular course adopted in the case in questiea, 
he must say that he could not tell, beeause he did not kaew 
from his reading or practice at the Bar any ease 
it, or any that could be drawn into a precedent for ® Ee 
saying that, he was not thinking ofthe difficulty of the emma, 
for he had always said that it was an extromely sieaple eae, 
The case was an assault on the common sease ef mankind 
when it came to be properly understood; bat it wee ene ef 
immense magnitude, an account of the amoarat of 
documents, and details which had te be considered, eR 
the great assistance given him by his learned 
during the trial, it would have been apostle fer Dim te 
place the oage in an intelligible form before the ary, Mle 
certainty did think that in this case the mamder of counsel 
referred to should be retained and emploved, and reuy 
they had been retained and would be earploved, They 
been retained by his direction and on his respemsibitity, end 
he had acvepted, with the sanction of the Qovers the 
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duty cast on him by the Lord Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas of conducting the prosecution. He would discharge 
that duty to the best of his ability, and as long as he held 
the office he now filled, he would take whatever steps he 
thought right to discharge it with success ; for in its proper 
discharge, h2 believed that the whole state of the law was 
deeply interested. With regard to the last part of the ques- 
tion, he believed that there had been a debate in the House 
of Commons already on the subject, and it was under con- 
sideration. 

Parliamentary and Municipal Elections (Ballot Bill)—Ad- 
journed Committee. Clause 2 (voting by ballot).—Two 
hours were consumed in discussing suggestions respecting 
hours of polling —sir C. Dilke proposed 8 a.m. to 8 p.m.— 
Mr. Forster, on the part of the Government, could not 
accept that proposal, because polling after dark would favour 
personation and riot.—Mr. Torrens rejoined that since bal- 
loting was itselfa secret proceeding, it seemed inconsistent 
to fear darkness.—A lengthy discussion ensued, in the course 
of which Mr. Forster offered to frame a clause, providing 
that the poll should close at such an hour between 4 and 8 
as came immediately after sunset by Greenwich time, but 
never earlier than 4 or later than 8.—Sir J. Elphinstone 
suggested 6 to 6, on account of the difference there would 
otherwise be in extreme latitudes—Lord Elcho said in 
Sutherland the sun did not set in summer till between 10 and 
11; he suggested 8 to 6 for polling hours.—Mr. Kay-Shut- 
tleworth thought it would be simpler to provide that in the 
winter and autumn the poll should be closed at 4 o’clock in 
boroughs and 5 in counties, as at present, and that during 
the spring and summer it should be kept open till 6.—Mr. 
T. Hughes hoped that after the Government offer, Sir. C. 
Dilke would not divide on his proposal—Lord Henley, in 
the interests of the working men, hoped he would.—Mr. 
Miller said working men could only yote between 6 and 8 
in the evening.—Colone] Beresford hoped the Government 
would stick to the existing hours ; working men could poll 
at dinner-time.—Mr. Gladstone said the Government, in the 
present state of their experience, were not prepared to assent 
to polling after dark : they purposed to resist Sir C. Dilke’s 
amendment, and themselves propose an amendment on Mr. 
Forster's pl 
3.m. was reje 


.—Sir J. Elphinstone’s proposal to begin at 6 

=d by 242 to 66.—Mr. Collins then proposed 5 
p-m. as the closing hour, and by 2 majority of 206 to 98, the 
hour of 8 p.m. was struck out of Sir C. Dilke’s amendment, 
but the Committee, by a majority of 157 to 93, refused to 


substitute 5 pm—Mr. Monk proposed 6 p.m.—Ultimately, 
Sir C. Dilke gave up his attempt to extend the polling hours. 
and the matter was left in the hands of the Government to 
prepare a clause. 

Mr. J. Lowther then proposed again an elaborate scheme 
for taking votes by voting papers.—Mr. Forster opposed 
the scheme as utterly inconsistent with the principle of the 
bill before the House, and it was rejected by 81 to 36. 

Colonel Beresford proposed an amendment rendering it 

i for electors to vote by ballot or openly, but with- 
Mr. Forster pointing out that it was inconsis- 
the object of the bill. 

U. Bentinck moved the first of a series of amend- 
mecte, intended, as he said, to simplify the procedure of 
voting. This, after a short discussion, waa rejected by 143 
to 99, after which a second amendment of the same series 
Was rejected by 199 to 104. 

_Lord Mahon renewed the proposal of the “ counterfoil” 
pian aé a check on personation.—Mr. Forster said a 
similar proposal had been rejected last year by a large ma- 
jority. The Government thought there seat f be a want of 
secrecy uoder any such plan, which would not be counter- 
balanced by good effects—Mr. Hunt protested against the 
argument that such and such points had been settled last 
year. The wicle Government had mind on the 
subject within the space of a year.He dwelt on the defi- 
ciency of the bill, in providing no means of identifying the 
false votes given by personators.- Lord Mahon withdrew 
his proposal in favour of one by—Mr. Gregory, who said 
personation was facilitated, while scrutiny was impossible 
as the bill stocd. Personation was far more frequent an 

; the result of far more elections was gene- 
tally emppoved ; and if personation was rife pow, how much 
more would it be increased by the billy When a secret 
vote waa once given it could not be recalled, however bad. 
One of the remedies proposed by the Government waa that, 
iti the case of personation, one vote should be struck off the 
candidate fos whom the personated vote had been given, 





} 


| 


But you could never trace with certainty for whom a per- 
sonated vote was given. On the one hand, the bill en- 
couraged the commission of the crime ; on the other hand,. 
the Government proposed to increase the penaltics of the 
crime ; and this was not a species of legislation of which the-. 
House should approve. The remedy he proposed was that 
the balloting-paper should be marked by the returning 
officer with a number corresponding with the elector’s 
number on the register. ‘This number would be known only 
to the returning officer, and the votes might be so counted 
as not to expose those numbers to the agents of the candi- 
dates. To the returning officer was committed the control 
of the election, and if you could not intrust to him this addi- 
tional duty he was not fit for his office. The proposal he 
now submitted was consistent with the principles of the bill. 
—The Solicitor-General said the clause relating to persona- 
tion was clause 2 of the Corrupt Practices Bill, which pro- 
vided that on proof that a candidate or his agent was guilty 
of personation there should be struck out one vote for every 
person proved to have been so personated ; and there was a 
similar provision as to bribery. It had been said that aman 
might be bribed on both sides. If bribery was alleged on 
both sides, but proved only on one, the case put would not 
occur, for de non apparentibus et non existentibus eadem est 
ratio. If it were proved that both sides had bribed a puarti- 
cular voter, a vote would be struck off on each side, and 
thus equal justice would be done. As to the objection that 
it would not be known how the personator had voted, this 
was no reason why personation should not be discouraged, 
and it could not be better discouraged than by punishing 
the candidate on whose behalf it was committed. If the 
personator had not, after all, voted for that candidate, the 
latter would lose two votes, aud would thus be doubly 
punished. A scrutiny was an expensive process, and one 
seldom resorted to, and the question was not how it could be 
mest effectually conducted, but how it could most effec- 
tually be conducted consistently with secret voting, which 
was the essence of the bill. The Government had 
done all they could to devise a more efficient plan, 
but without success, and he was not aware that one had 
been suggested in any quarter. As to marking or number-. 
ing each voting paper, there would be the possibility 
of persons besides the returning officer becoming acquainted 
with the mark, and if the voter found that a petition 


| might be presented, not for the purpose of voiding the cle- 


tion, but really for the pe of ascertaining how he had 
voted, the object of the bill would be frustrated. That ob- 


| ject was that the timid voter, the man who was afraid, 





would suffer if he voted according to his conscience. Hon. 
gentlemen opposite wished to keep up undue influence, but 
the Government wished to give the voter entire protection 
from it. The amendment would no doubt make a scrutiny 
more effectual, but it could be made sufficiently effectual 
without it. Personation, while in some respects it would be 
more difficult under the bill, might, perhaps, in others be 
easier, but he did not admit that the balance would be in 
favour of its easiness. ‘The hon, gentleman appeared to ob- 
ject to anincreaze of the punishment, but even irrespec- 
tive of the Ballot it was right to punish personation 
as severely as bribery or treating, and severity of punish- 
ment had generally a deterring effect. If secret voling were 
conceded, the existence of certain difficulties in the rare 
event of a scrutiny must be conceded also, but this was no 
reason for gen ey voting. As to the difficulty of 
proving on whose behalf personation was committed, it was 
not more difficult than to prove on whose behalf bribery was 
committed. Ifthe new system were fairly carried out the 
state of the poll in the middle of the day would be unknown, 
the great temptation to bribery being thus removed, and 
this alone would sensibly diminish bribery, a gain to be set 
off against a slight increase of personation, assuming that to 
occur. There would be, at least, as much purity of election 
as at present, and he hoped a great deal more. He hoped 
the amendment would be negatived.—Mr. Hunt said the 

uestion was not whether bribery or personation would be 
diminished by the bill, but whether it was expedient that 
soba aeatid bo identified on a scrutiny, In a bill intro- 
duced a short time ago, he observed a provision that the re- 
tarning = — d attach a number, or or Rag of 
distinguishing mark to every voting paper, as also e 
counterfoil fot According to the Solicitor-General 
the promoters of that clunse must have desired to perpetuate 
undae influence, and the committee would be curious to 
know to whom this imputation applied. Well, on the back 
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of the bill he found the names of the Marquis of Hartingdon, 


complication of titles, and the expense and delay incident 


Mr. Secretary Bruce, and Mr. John Bright. ‘The right | to the transfer of real estates.” He said the subject had 


hon, gentleman in charge of the bill refused to discuss the 
question at any length because it was discussed last ycar ; 
but the proposition in this bill of 1870 appeared to be 
more valuable than the proposition in the bill of last year. 
The right hon. gentleman stated that it was not more diffi- 
cult to prove personation than bribery, but in the case of 
bribery the committee would observe that two persons must 
be concerned—the briber and the receiver of the bribe— 
whereas, in the case of personation only a single individual 
might know anything about the matter, and, therefore, the 
means of detecting bribery were greater than the means of 
detecting personation. For his part, he preferred the Dill of 
two years ago, and he supposed that if Mr. John Bright had 
been able to attend in that House they would have had the 
more sensible measure of 1870.—Colonel Barttelot sup. 
ported Mr. Gregory’s proposal.—Mr. Cross also supported it, 
pointing out that what was wanted was to secure purity of elec- 
tion, the Solicitor-General maintained that the object was to 
secure secrecy of voting; which was like putting the cart 
before the horse.—Mr. VYorster dwelt on the increased diffi- 
culties with which personation would be attended under the 
bill.—Mr. Gregory hoped the Committee would remember 
that under this bill the personator must feel that he was 
giving a vote which could not be struck out.—Mr. Cawley 
observed that personation was generally practised early in 
the day, when detection would be less likely to occur. The 
only remedy which the till offered for personation was in- 
creased punishment, and it rendered the subsequent de- 
tection of the offender impossible—Mr. M’Cullagh Torrens 
was surprised that no answer whatever had been given to 
the hon. member for East Sussex (Mr. Gregory). He him- 
self had been beaten at the poll by a majority of three, but 
on petition struck off four votes for bribery, and gained the 
seat ; but he could not have done so under this bill if the votes 
had been invalidated by personation instead of bribery.— 
hy Faas Mr. Gregory’s proposal was rejected by 166 
0 126. 

Money Lenders and Minors.—Mr. Mitchell Henry intro- 
duced a bill to protect minors from the solicitations and 
frauds of money-lenders. 


April 9.—4rbitration by Ex-Lord Chancellors.—Mr. Eykyn 
asked the Attorney-General whether, having regard to the 
proposed constitution of a Supreme Court of Appeal, it was 
expedient that an Ex-Lord Chancellor of England should be 
appointed paid arbitrator at a maximum fee of 3,500 guineas 
under the bill now before that House to wind up the affairs 
of the European Assurance Society ; whether there was not 
an implied contract or understanding between the State and 
the Ex-Lord Chancellors of England that, in return for the 
pension of £5,000 per annum granted on retirement, their 
time and services as judges should be reserved for the country 
ou the judicial tribunals of which they are members; and 
whether it was consistent with the dignity of their position, 
if such understanding did exist, that in accepting the office of 
arbitrator they should take reward for their services. The At- 
torney-General was sorry this question had been put. The ques 
ion whether it was expendient that an ex-Lord Chancellor 
should be appointed paid arbitrator ata mavium fee of 3,500 

uineas under a bill now before the House was a matter for 
the House itself to settle. The bill to wind-up the affairs of 
the European Assurance Society was before the House, and 
as hon. members would have a full opportunity of discussing 
its provisions, he must decline altogether to express any 
opinion upon the measure iv the form in which the question 
now arose. When he was asked whether anything in the 
shape of a contract had passed between the State and theex- 
Lord Chancellor of England he had nothing to say but that 
he did not know, and that it was no business of his to inquire. 
He was not aware of any such contract, and he thought the 
engagements of ex-Lord Chancellors were matters to be left 
absolutely to the honour, the good feeling, and the judgment 
of the ate and learned persons concerned. He was not an 
arbiter on the question of the conduct and the judgment of 
those noble and learned person, and they must themselves 
be the parties to judge whether any course they might take 
was pt as consorts with their dignity. 

The Law of Entail,—Mr. W. Fowlor moved * ‘T'hat, in 
the me of this House, the present state of the law as to 
entail and strict sottlement of land discourages the invest- 
ment of capital in the development of agriculture, to the 
great injury of all classes of the people, and incroases the 








two aspects, which arose out of the admitted defects in con- 
nection with the landed interest of this country. First of 
all, there was a defect in the production of the soil; and, 
secondly, there was a defect in the social condition of our 
people. He argued, supporting himself by the authority 
of Lord Leicester and Lord Derby, that the amount of the 
production of the soil of the country was not more than 
half what it ought to be. He believed the annual loss te 
the country was no less than £200,000,000, a sum equal te 
three times the whole of the taxation of the country. 
There was but one cure for the evil—there must be more 
capital invested in the soil. This additional capital must 
be found both by the landlord and the tenant. Everybody 
was aware that the landlord had to find a great deal of 
capital in order that he might leave the tenant’s capital 
free to produce its natural result. There was a growing 
feeling in the country that when tenants had Jaid out large 
sums of money on their farms there ought to be something 
like a regular system of compensation, so that they might 
be encouraged to use their capital freely, and to cultivate 
the land well up to the time of the expiration of their 
leases. ‘The question he wished to submit to the House was 
what were the special hindrances to the application of 
the owner’s capital to the cultivation of land. He 
held that there were three such hindrances. First of 
all, the law kept the land forcibly, if he might be allowed 
the expression, in the hands of embarrassed owners, se 
that ifa man became embarrassed he could not sell and get 
rid of his embarrassment and his land at the same time; 
secondly, a large portion of the land in this country was 
held by limited owners, especially tenants for life ; and, 
thirdly, the complication of titles and the tremendous cost 
of transferring estates offered direct discouragement te 
the transfer of real estates by moderate capitalists. A large 
area of the land was locked up by the system of strict settle- 
ment. Even if it were true that there was always plenty 
of land in the market, the price given for land se2med to 
show that the demand had overtaken the supply. Thetrutk 
was, that land was treated too much as a luxury anda 
source of political and social power and too little as an in- 
vestment, the consequence being that land was too often 
sold in great masses. This system kept the land from coming 
into the market as it otherwise would. All this went te 
show that there was not in the market as much land aa 
there ought to be. The great point of the argument seemed, 
however, to him to lie in the fact that the system of strict 
settlement caused the major part of the Jand in the country 
to be held from generation to generation by tenants for life. 
The person in possession of an estate was not, therefore, the 
real owner, but the owner for his life only, and that to the 
extent of only half the full value of the land, for every cne 
knew that a life estate was not worth more than half the fee 
simple of a piece of landed property. A landowner situate 
in this wise could not be expected to spend money on his 
land in the way that he would do if he held the fee simple, 
for he could not borrow the capital, except he insured his 
life—which was a costly process— or borrowed money under 
certain Acts of Parliament, and paid interest therefor at the 
rate of £7 4s, per cent. per annum. Furthermore, tenants 
for life who had fallen into embarrassed circumstances were 
unable to dispose of their land, although by so doing they 
might rid themselves of embarrassment. ‘he next heir te 
an estate beld by a tenant for life might be the eldest son of 
a man with a large family, and, if the father desired that his 
children’s portion should be something like equal, his only 
course was to take as much as possible out of the land, and 
to refrain from expending his capital upon its improvement. 
There were other courses of succession which might cause the 
tenant for life to refrain from improving his estate, and 
tho existing law encouraged him in doing this, although 
society must suffer from the impoverishment of the soil of 
the country. The result of the present law was that landed 
estates were regarded by the wealthy classes as possessions 
to be held for Ci whe of power and position rather than as 
means whereby wealth might be produced to the owner and 
for the benefit of the whole community. Another difficulty 
in which tenants for life were placed was that in the 
majority of instances they held possession under instruments 
not mado with a full knowledge of present family cireum- 
stances, but made, as it were, before the family came inte 
existence. ‘The result of this, as Mr, Hobhouse had well 
stated, was that endless family difficulties and complications 
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arose out of the present state of the law. He would next 
refer to the effect of the existing Jaw upon the community 
at large. The community was injured by the law of entail 
now in operation, it was the duty and interest of Parliament 
to see if a beneficial alteration could not be effected. The 
effect of this discouragement of tenants for life to lay out 
their capital upon their holdings would be seen firstly in the 
condition of the cottages occupied by the agricultural 
labourers, and secondly, in the social condition of the 
labourers themselves. The hon. member then entered at 
some length on the miserable cottage accommodation of 
agricultural labourers, ascribing the evil to the restraints 
under which landowners were placed by settlements. But 
the evils of the present state of the law were not confined 
to the labourers ; the system was most injurious even to the 
landowners themselves, No argument was needed to expose 
the mischief wrought by a system under which a young man 
knew that he would inevitably succeed to his family estates if 
he lived, no matter what his conduct even towards his parents. 
Even setting aside the moral aspect of the question, how was 
it to be expected that a man who had been tempted to ex- 
travagance by this knowledge in his youth would have spare 
capital in after life to build cottages and improve his estates ? 
His whole energies would be devoted to retrieving his posi- 
tion. Primogeniture was an unimportant matter as com- 
pared with the folly of pitching upon the eldest son as 
inheritor of an estate before he was born, and when it was 
e to divine what his character would be. Much of 
l of which he complained arose from the habit of 
at land as different from any other kind of property 
—as a source of luxury and power. The tendency of deal- 
ing with land as a source of political power was directly 
te discourage the granting of long leases, because a long lease 
madeatenant independent. It wasa melancholy fact, too, that 
the present system tended to decrease the rural population. 
t might be asked what he proposed to dv to remedy the 
state of things of which he complained ; if he objected to 
limited ownership so much, what was the ownership which 
he would recommend? He had no faith in the new-fangled 
schemes now in yogue for splitting up the land. All he asked 
was for freedom, and that we should not trammel the land 
by so many fastastical laws. He saw no way out of the 
difficulty but by saying that each generation should take 
care of itself, and that there should be an end to this system 






















a general Act, and where the tenants could not pay for the 
enfranchisement of their estates the expenses should be com- 
muted into a rent-charge. He also wished to direct the 
attention of the House to the question of rates. In 
the case of the value of an estate being improved by 
the expenditure of capital upon it, the rates on the 
land were often doubled in amount. He quite agreed 
that something ought to be done to simplify the transfer 
of land. The multitude of deeds and nonsense con- 
nected with the matter was enough to frighten any 
sane man. They might reform their laws, but could they 
reform their lawyers? They could not reform their 
lawyers’ charges. Since he had been in that House 
they had passed a Bankruptey Bill, which was to 
do great good, but they could not prevent the 
lawyers from eating the oyster and dividing the shells to 
the litigants. The man of whom he was most of all 
afraid was the family lawyer. What with settlements, 
mortgages, and entails, he was a most wonderful person. 
He was the man who drew all their leases, and 
he put such old-fashioned restrictions and conditions inte 
them that the niajority of the farmers did not read the 
leases, and if they did, they would not know what they 
meant. But the greatest drawback was the insecurity of the 
tenant's capital. He did not wish to go into the question of 
leases, but he was confident that the simple floating capital 
of the tenant inthis country in the ordinary occupation of 
his farm was something like £1 an acre—he meant some- 
thing that he would be dispossessed of at a year’s notice. 
He was not now speaking of draining, ditching, road- 
making, or any other permanent improvements, but simply 
of the good cultivation of the land. There were about six- 
teen millions of acres of ploughed land in England and Wales, 
and he ventured to say that not one-half of that was pro- 





of tenants for life. Was it not a strange thing that we should ' 


allow a man lying in his grave to determine how tke land he 
bad left behind him should be disposed of for 70 years 


after his death ? After referring to the recommendations of | 


the Royal Commissions, he continued:—Why not have the 
land registered in fee simple ownership, and trans- 
stock was transferred? As the Royal 





ferred, as 
Commission of 1857 said, it was nothing but pre- 
j that kept us from doing so. Then the present 
system was 0st injurious as regarded borrowing money on 
the land. But on the Exchange of Hamburg, mortgages 
were bought and sold just as bills of exchange on the 
Exchange of London. ‘This question interested all classes, 
acd he did desire to see a more nataral law pre- 
vail with regard to landed tenure in this country.— 
Mr. Brand seconded the resolation : the condition of agricul- 
taral labourers alone afforded a very good reason why the 
whole of our landed system should be radically reformed.— 
Mr. Read would leave to lawyers the question of the expense 
of transfer, and would only deal with the allegation that 
entails discouraged the investment of capital in developing 
agricultare. He proceeded to argue in favour of large estates. 
A poor man was much better off as tenant than as owner. 
The condition of the labourers was improving, and when land 
waa fairly farmed it waa difficult to increase its productive 
power. There were many objectionable tennres which ought 
to be got rid of altogether. Nothing could be more detri- 
metal to good farming than that the lands of Corporations, 
charches, and universities should be held by 21 years’ leases, 
renewable every seven years upon the payment of a fine, be- 
cause under them good tenant was sure to pay upon his 
own itaprovements. Another tewure under which lands in 
Vast i ge were extensively held was that of copyhold. 
Copyhold with fine certain was a very easy-going sort of a 
tence, but it was quite different when the fine was arbitrary. 
It was a cominon practice in his partof the world for manors 
to be bought up by a very wideawake lawyer, who forced his 
tenants to enlranchiae their estates at great cost. The law 
relating to coppholde was such as pre! be understood only 









67 lawyers, Copyholds should be altogether abolished under 


tected either by lease or by the custom of the country. But, 
they must not, as far as regarded England, think of fixity of 
tenure. All they wanted was compensation for unexhausted 
improvements. There were other matters, such as_ the 
Game Laws and the Malt Tax, in East Anglia. ‘There was 
also the minor point that he had brought before the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer the other night—the heavy stamp 
duty on agricultural leases. All those were discouragements 
to the investment of capital in agriculture. In conclusion, 
without wishing to express any opinion further on the sub- 
ject of entail, he thought there was a great number of other 
agencies which were more destructive to the interests of the 
tenant, and which prevented capital from being employed 
more generally in agriculture.—Mr. Wren-Hoskyns insisted 
on the impediments to the transfer of land ; and argued that 
the present tenure of land was largely responsible for the 
condition of the agricultural labourer. He did not disap- 
prove entails for existing lives, but would abolish the power 
of tying up for twenty-one years after.—Mr. Gregory denied 
that entails were the cause of the agricultural evils complained 
of, and showed that tenants for life had much larger powers 
than Mr. Fowler represented.—Mr. Dent and Lord F. 
Cavendish advocated a reform of the Land Laws, which 
would raise wages by attracting more capital to the land.— 
Sir F. Goldsmid, admitting some drawbacks in the Law of 
Settlement, thought its defects had been much or gee 
and that it was not chargeable with the condition of 
labourers’ cottages, or with the granting or refusal of leases. 
—Mr. Disraeli thought the general question would require 
consideration as a whole, though the time was not ripe for 
passing any such resolution as that before the House that 
the condition of the agricultural labourer was improving.— 
Mr, Gladstone agreed that the question had not been suffi- 
ciently discussed for an opinion to be pronounced upon it, 
and the Government, being pledged to deal with the transfer of 
land and the succession to intestate estates, could not take on 
themselves this further question of entails. The aboli- 
tion of the present system, in his opinion, would not 
affect the distribation of estates in this couutry, which de- 
pended more on social and economical causes, taken in 
connection with limited area. Whenever the Government 
came to deal with the question it would be better that they 
should not be fettered by an abstract resolution, and he 
asked Mr Fowler not to press his motion,—Mr. Fowler de- 
clined, and the resolution was negatived by 103 to 81. 

Statutory Declarationa-~—Mr. Stapleton moved for a com- 
mnittee to inquire into the subject of statutory declarations, 
but, not finding a seconder, his motion fell to the ground. 

sevens Liws—Mr, Charley introduced an amendment 
bill, 
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April 10.—Sites for Places of Worship and Schools Bill, — 
Mr. Morley, in the absence of Mr. O. Morgan, moved the 
second reading, stating the object of the bill to be to afford 
facilities for the conveyance of sites for places of worship 
and schools.—The bill was read the second time. 

The Sunday Trading Bill.—Mr. Talbot, in the absence of 
Sir Thomas Chambers, moved the second reading. The 
bill did not propose to prohibit Sunday trading, but only to 
regulate the practice—Mr. P. A. Taylor, Mr. Harvey 
Lewis, Sir H. Hoare, and Mr. Montagu Chambers opposed 
the bill as an undue interference.—Mr. Macfie and Mr. 
Collins deprecated the treating of the matter by Mr. P. 
A. Taylor as a religious question, Mr. Collins adding that 
he thought the bill should have been restricted to non- 
perishable articles.—Mr. McArthur supported the bill, 
which was thrown out by 69 to 40. 


April 11.— Parliamentary Elections (Ballot) Bill. —Ad- 
journed committee.—Clause 2 (Secret voting).—A proposal 
by Mr. J. C. Bentinck to omit the obligation on the voter to 
make his mark on the voting paper “ secretly” was rejected 
by 202 to 121.—Another by Mr. Cawley to strike cut that 
part of the clause which invalidates every paper found in the 
ballot-box marked in such a way as to identify it, was nega- 
tived by 183 to 107.—A proposal by Mr. Charley intended 
to protect Ballot papers from rejection where a mistake has 
been made through inadvertance, was rejected by 134 to 
66.—Mr. Hinde Palmer moved an amendment compelling 
employers, under pains and penalties, to allow to their work- 
people at least an hour to go and vote; but withdrew it on 
Mr, Forster pointing out that the matter would be 
better dealt with on the report, in connection with the hours 
of polling. 

Returning Oficer.—The returning officer, if a duly qualified 
elector, having under the clause a casting vote where there is 
an equality of votes, but being incapacitated from voting 
under other circumstances, Mr. C. Bentinck proposed to 
permit him to vote as an ordinary elector as well; but this 
was rejected by 116 to 47.—Mr. McMahon proposed that 
the returning officer should be compelled to decide a tie by 
voting where he has a vote und by lot where he 
has not—and Mr. Bouverie . suggested that every re- 
turning officer should be invested with an official fran- 
chise for the purpose of deciding ties; but, after 
a long conversation, both amendments were rejected.— 
On the question that clause 2 stand part of the bill Mr. 
Corrance and Colonel Barttelot objected to it, reviving the 
whole question of secret voting, but ultimately the clause was 
carried by 207 to 1387. 

On clause 3 (defining the offences at elections and 
prescribing the punishment) Mr. Leatham proposed 
to forbid a voter, under penalty of two years’ imprison- 
ment, to wilfully exhibit his ballot paper so as to show 
whom he has or has not voted.—Mr. Forster accepted 
the proposal, which, he said, had been contained in the two 
former bills, and had slipped out of this by accident. 

A long altercation then ensued.—Mr, Hardy opposed 
the proposal as absurd, because a man had not voted 
until his paper was in the box, when it could not be 
exhibited.—The Solicitor-General then proposed to 
make the offence consist of disclosing the candidate for 
whom the voter had or had not marked his paper. —This 
form of words was also opposed by Sir M. Beachand others, as 
including papers before they were marked —Mr. Torrens, 
Mr. Bouverie, and others objected to the severity of the 
punishment.—Mr. Forster then offered to reduce the penalty 
to £10.—Mr. Leatham refused this, but offered to be satis- 
fied with three months’ imprisonment,—Ultimately progress 
was reported, and decision on the amendment postponed till 
the next sitting. 

Party Processions (Ireland) Act Repeal.—The Marquis of 
Hartington brought in a bill to repeal this Act. 


— 








Mr. Thomas Gold Edwards, solicitor, of Denbigh, and 
registrar of the Donbigh county court, has been elected an 
alderman of that borough, 


Mr, J.G. Dodson, M.P., has resigned the office of Chair- 
man of Committees of the House of Commons, to which he 
was appointed in 1856, and has boon succeeded by Mr, J, 
Bonham-Carter. Mr. Dodson is tho only son of the Right 
Hon. Sir John Dodson (somo timo Advocate-Goneral 
and Mastor of tho Faculties), and was called to the Bar at 
Lincoln's Inn in June, 1853, 


OBITUARY. 


MR, J. G. MALCOLM. 

The mastership of the Crown Office of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench has become vacant by the death of John 
George Malcolm, Esq., barrister at-law, which took place at 
Brighton on the 5th April, in the seventy-second year of 
his age. Mr. Malcolm was for many years a special pleader, 
but was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in June, 
1850, when he joined the Home Circuit. In 1860 he was 
appointed master of the Crown Office, which is worth £1,200 
a-year. 





MR. P. SELBY. 

Mr. Prideaux Selby, barrister-at-law, of Paston, North- 
umberland, died at his London residence (61, Prince’s Gate) 
on the 5th of April, at the age of sixtv-two years. He was 
the eldest son of the late Prideaux Selby, Esq., of Paston, 
and succeeded to the family property on the death of his 
father in 1839. He was educated at St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. in 1832, and he 
was called to the bar at Gray’s Inn in June, 1843. He 
was a justice of the peace and deputy-lieutenant for North- 
umberland. Mr. Selby married, in 1840, Harriet Eliza- 
beth, daughter of the late Admiral Sir William Beauchamp 
Proctor, Bart., his eldest son by whom is Beauchamp Proctor 
Selby, Esq., a barrister of the Inner Temple, who now be- 
comes proprietor of the Paston estate. 





MR. W. H. SMALLPIECE, 

Mr. William Haydon Smallpiece, solicitor, of Guildford, 
Surrey, died at Brighton on the 6th April, at the age of 
fifty-eight years. Mr. Smallpiece had long been suffering 
from a painful complaint, cancer of the stomach, and had 
gone to Brighton for the benefit of his health. He was cer- 
ficated in 1835, and was the senior member of the banking 
firm of Haydon & Co., of Guildford. For about thirty 
years he had held the office of clerk to the borough and 
county justices of Guildford, which becomes vacant by his 
death. He had also been clerk to the guardians of the 
Guildford Union, superintendent registrar of births, mar- 
riages and deaths’ for that district, and clerk to the 
Bramley and Rudgewick turnpike road trustees. Prior to 
the appointment of Mr. R. H. Wyatt, solicitor, of Parlia- 
ment-street. to be clerk of the peace for Surrey, in May, 
1871, Mr. Smallpiece had acted for many years as deputy 
clerk of the peace. His brother, Mr. Mark Smallpiece, 
town clerk of Guildford, has been appointed to act as clerk 
to the Guildford magistrates pro tem., until a permanent 
clerk is nominated. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

On Monday evening, the 15th inst., Mr. Joseph Brown, 
Q.C., will reada paper at a meeting of the Law Amend- 
ment Society, at their rooms in Adam-street, Adelphi, on 
“The bill to amend the law of evidenve."’ The Hon. George 
Denman, Q.C., M.P., will preside. 





LAW ASSOCIATION FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
WIDOWS AND FAMILIES OF ATTORNEYS 
SOLICITORS, AND PROCTORS IN THE METRO- 
POLIS AND VICINITY. 

At the monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday, the 4th day of April inst., the following diree- 
tors being present, viz., Mr. Desborough, the chairman; 
Mr. Carpenter, Mr. Drew, Mr. Hodger, Mr. Kelley, Mr, 
Sidney Smith, Mr, Steward, Mr, Styam, Mr, Wilhamson, 
and Mr. Boodle, secretary, a liberal grant was made to the 
aged daughter of a hon, member, two new members were 
elected, and the annual meeting was fixed for the 2rd of 
May. : 

SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 

Tho usual modthly meeting of the Board of Directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery - 
lane, London, on Tuesday last, the Sth inst, Mr. J. S. Torr 
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in the chair, the other directors present being, Messrs. 
Brook, Burton, Carter, Dodds, M.P., Hedger, Nelson, Rick- 
man, Smith, and Veley, Mr. Eiffe, secretary. A sum 
of £80 was distributed in grants of relief to applicants for 
assistance, ten new members admitted to the association, 
and other general business transacted. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the Quarterly meeting of this society, at the Law 
Institution on Tuesday last, the secretary made his report of 
the proceedings during the past quarter as follows :--- 

In compliance with rule 15 of your society, I beg to 
make the following statement of the society's proceedings 
during the past quarter, which commenced on 9th January 
last, and ended on the 26th ult. 

The quarter has comprised eleven meetings, at which 
seven legal and three jurisprudential questions have been 
discussed, and one meeting was devoted to the basiness of 
the society, and to the discussion of motions by the treasurer, 
as to the application of a sum of money now standing to 
your society's credit at the Birkbeck bank. 

Eight members have been elected during the quarter, and 
two have resigned, and there are now on the rolls of the 
society 171 members. The average number of members at- 
tending the meetings has been twenty-one, the highest num- 
ber has been thirty, and the lowest fifteen; the average 
number of speakers on the debate has been nine, and of 
voters eleven, of which latter anaverage of nine voted in 
person, and two by the register of votes. The average 
length of the debate has been two hours. 

No alteration has been made in the rules of your society 
during the past quarter, ner any motion brought forward 
for that purpose. 

Mr. A. G. Boulton, a member of your society, obtained a 
certificate of merit at the final examination of the Incorpora- 
ted Law Society of Hilary Term last. 

In the secretary's last quarterly report the attention of 
members was cailed to their duty of sending in questions 
fitted for discussion for the consideration of the committee. 
There has been some improvement in this respect during the 
past quarter, but I would still impress upon members the 
fact that the greater the number of questions sent in, the 
greater will be the probability of really good and instructive 
points of law being discussed. 








ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s Inn Hall 
on the 10th inst., Mr. E. W. Bone in the chair. Mr. 
Tasman opened the subject for the evening’s debate, 
viz.,—“ That the Barials Bill (Mr. O. Morgan) is worthy 
of support.” The motion was carried by a majority of four. 








The County Court judgeship of Circuit No. 56 (Somerset), 
and the recorderships of Plymouth, Devonport and Wella, 
are vacated by the death of Mr. Charles Saunders, who died 
in London on Monday last, at the residence of his brother, 
the Rev. John Saunders, of St. Luke’s The Western Daily 
Mercury, after paying a high tribute to the memory of Mr, 
Saunders, expresses the hope that the system of joint 
recordership for Plymouth and Devonport will be continued. 

PaztiamMestTazyY lepresentatiox.—A Parliamentary 
return, ordered on the motion of Mr. M’Laren, shows that if 
representation in the House of Commons were regulated by 
number of population, England would have 476 members, 
Scotland 70, and Ireland 112. If by the amount of taxation 

id, England would have 514 members, Scotland 79, and 
reland 65. Taking the mean of these two tests, England 
should have 494 members, Scotland 75, and Ireland 89. The 
present actual number of members is 489 for land, 60 
for Scotland, and 103 for Ireland—making together 652 ; 
the recent disfranchisements for corrupt practices having, for 
the present at least, struck off four members from the num- 
ber heretofore returned for England, and two from the’ 
nomber retarned for Ireland.— Times, 

Pyersoxan Resrossteitiry oy Rarpwar Mawacens. ~A 
decision of immense importance, in rendering the traffic 
managers of railways personally and criminally responsible 
for aceidenta resulting from negligence in the working of the 
lines, has just been given by the Tribunal of Correctional 
Police at Sena. On the 17th September, of last year, nine 


breaking of the axle-tree of a truck in a train onthe Lyons. 
Railway. An inquiry, opened by the Government Inspector, 
showed that the disaster had been caused by the improper 
composition of the train, which, among eighteen curriages, 
comprised a truck laden with machinery belonging to the 
company, weighing nearly six tons, the speed of the train 
on some parts of the journey amounting to thirty-eight miles 
an hour. The attention of the Government had already 
been attracted to the number of fractures of axles in the 
mixed trains on that line ; in 1869, 220 such breakages had 
occurred, and after a correspondence on the subject with the 
Board of Public Works, M. Audibert, manager of the com- 
pany, had informed the Minister that in future no goods, 
carriages, or heavily-laden trucks would be attached to trains 
of a speed exceeding 45 kilometres (28 miles) an hour. The 
instructions were, however, either not given or imperfectly 
attended to, for the number of fractures increased, and during 
a period of four months in 1871,had averaged 24 per month, 
although those accidents were not attended with the fatal 
consequences of that of the 17th September. The result of 
the inquiry into the causes of this latter accident was the 
indictment of M. Audibert for homicide by imprudence, 
three special charges Leing brought against him :—(1) Not 
keeping a register of the axle-trees employed ; (2) defective 
state of the rolling-stock ; (3) imprudence and negligence in 
net giving necessary instructions. ‘The companies appear to 
have been bound to keep a register of the service of axle-trees 
of engines, tenders, and passenger carriages, but not of the 
goods vans and trucks; otherwise the accident might not 
have occurred, for the axle which had caused the disaster 
was one of the oldest in use on the line, and one of a pattern 
which had already been condemned as most liable to break- 
age. The Tribunal, however, acquitted the manager on the 
first two counts, but on the third condemned him to one 
month’s impriscnment, and 3, 000f. fine.—Economist. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quoratron, April 12, 1872. 
From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted, 
3 per Cent, Consuls, 92} | Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, May 3, 92% Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1998 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91} Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct.7 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 914 Ditto, £500, Do —7 pm 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £200,— 7pm 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 44 nv 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— Ditto for Account, 








INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


india Stk.,10}pCt.Apr.'74,206 | Ind. Enf.Pr,,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent.,May,’7¢1034 
Ditto 5 per Cent. July,’80 110} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. 88 1024 Do.Do ,5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 WZ 
Ditto,ditto,Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4per Ct., £1000 22 » 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 26}! Ditto, ditto,under £1000, 24 > 


RAILWAY STOCK. 









































Railways. Paid. Closing Prices. 
Stock Bristol and Exeter ........c.ccccecsesssse ...| 100 
Stock Caledonian ........e-ccsessesssesee 100 14g xd 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western .. 190 | 129 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 | 522. 
Stock Great Northern .1........cc0cseseee 100 | 1354 
Ms IE” oy carsen<rovsrincrinpevaressmesoncsis ek 100. | 156. 
Stock’ Great Southerr and Western of Ireland ...... 100 2 
Stock Great Western—Original,...scceo.sssesssesseses oes 100 Mt 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ..........00+0« 100 153 
Stock London, Brighton, and Soath Coast 100 $2 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover.,........... 100 26 
Stock London and North-Western .....s000008 100 1514 
Stock London and South Western........0000+ a 10 107 
Stock Manchester, Sheffleld, und Lincoln .....ss000) 100 | iG 
Stock Metropolitan | 100 | 67} 
Stock Do., District ..... eeerenrsansnssessseessessensee sve] 100 41 
Stock Midland 100! 4 
Stock North British ' 100 } 644 
Stock North Eastern ‘ 100 | 17t 
Stock North London | 100 | 132 
Stock North Staffordshire ......... ercscoveereceresceesseee| 100 | 19 
Stock South Devon | 100 | 12 
SOCK SOUthi-Lastern verses ssecseeree-cssseeseeeeeeecersee vn) 100 | ong 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Moxvy Marker anv Cire Inracutiannee, 
This day week the Bank rate wns raised from 3 to 3f- 





persons were killed, and more than twenty injured, by the 





In the interim the funds have been weak, and railway 
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investments have been much pressed for sales, On Wednes- 
day there was a large discount demand at the Bank, in 
anticipation of a rise in the Bank rate to 4 per eent. Those 
anticipations were verified, and the effect of the rise, which 
was generally expected, seems to have been to strengthen 
all the markets. A new Russian loan of 15 millions is 
announced, to be opened immediately. 

The prospectus of the North Eastern Banking Company, 
Limited, has been issued, the total capital being £1,020,000, 
and consists of 50,000 ordinary shares of £20 each (now is- 
sued at £2 premium), £10 per share to be paid up as 
follows : £1 per share on application, £2 on allotment, £1 
and £2 per share premium in three months from date of 
allotment, £6 in six months from date of allotment. 1,000 
deferred shares receiving no dividend in any one year until 
seven per cent. has been earned on the paid-up capital of the 
ordinary shares, then to receive one-fifth of the surplus pro- 
fits, to be given in payment of all promotion and prelimi- 
nary expenses. The prospectus states that the company is 
formed with the object of supplying the further banking 
facilities which are vequired in the North Eastern counties, 
more especially in Newcastle-on-Tyne and the Cleveland 
{ron district, of which Middlesborough-on-Tees is the 
centre. The two principal offices of the company will be 
established at Newcastle-on-Tyne, and Middlesborough-on- 
Tees. The company proposes to undertake all legitimate 
banking business, and it has already received promises of a 
jarge amount of support. The development of the North 
Eastern District within the last few years has been almost 
without example, and the various staple trades—iron, coal, 
machinery, chemical, shipbuilding, &c.—have increased 
many fold without a corresponding increase in banking ac- 
commodation, so that this company will be able to obtain 
at once with advantage to itself and to the district a large 
amount of banking business whichhas hitherto been carried 


elsewhere. The application list for shares will close on | 


Wednesday the 17 inst. for London, and on the following 
Thursday for the country. 

The prospectus of the Keswick United Silver Lead Mines 
Company (Limited), has been issued. Capital £30,000, in 
6,000 shares of £5 each. £1 per share to be paid on appli- 
cation, £2 on allotment, and the remainder as the progress 
of the works may render necessary. No call to exceed £1 
per share, nor at aninterval of lessthan three months. The 
prospectus states that the company is formed for the pur- 
pose of purchasing and working an extensive property 
situated in the parish of Crosthwaite, in the county of Cum- 
berland ; for which purpose subscriptions are invited for 
3,000 shares. The grant embraces a series of four silver 
lead mines, which have been only partially wrought under 
the disadvantages of inadequate capital and appliances, not- 
withstanding which their yield was very important and re- 
munerative, so long as the restricted means applied 
rendered it possible to prosecute the works. 

The prospectus of the Coleford Hematite Iron Ore Com- 
pany (limited) has been issued, with a capital of £100,000 in 
10,000 shares of £10 each. The prospectus states that the 
Company is formed to purchase the valuable property called 
the Coleford Hematite Iron Mines, consisting of the minerals 
ander about 400 acres of ground, situate at Coleford, in 
the Forest of Dean, Gloucestershire. This property was 
recently purchased by the present vendor out of the Court 
of Chancery, where it has been locked up in a suit for the 
past twelve years. ‘The ore in the property is a brown he- 
matite well known as of the finest quality. The demand for 
this class of iron ore is very great. The hematite ores 
suitable for the production of steel under the Bessemer pro- 
cess are most sought after, and for these ores prices have ad- 
vanced at least 75 per cent. within a short period. A rich 
ore is the chief element in the cheap production of all iron, 
and in consequence strenuous efforts are being made to obtain 
such ores from Spain and elsewhere, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Kry—On —_ 8, at Brixton, the wife of Richard William Key, 

Esq., barristor-at-law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES, 

Crarke—Gray—On April 9, at All Saints’, North Kensington, 
Thomas Sinclair Clarko, Exq., of the Inner Tomplo, barrister- 
at-law, to Jane, second daughter of William ray, Esq., of 
East Bolton, Northumberland, 





Martin—CaMMELL—On April 10, at Norton Church, Derby- 
shire, Edward Martin, jun.,of 4, Queen’s-gardens, Hyde-park, 
barrister-at-law, to Alice Maud, only daughter of Charles 
Cammell, of Norton Hall, and Brookfield Manor, Derbyshire, 
and Ditcham Park, Hants. 

THomas—Banxs—On April 10, at the Church of the Holy 
Trinity, Brompton, Edwyn Thomas, Esq., barrister-at-law, 
Middle Temple, to Francis Maria, only surviving child of the 
late William Houghton Banks, Esq., M.D., R.N, of Vernon 
House, Ryde, Isle of Wight. 

Wapt-Gery—Mime_ey—On April 4, at the parish church, 
Colne, Lancashire, Arthur Staunton Wade-Gery, of Shefford, 
Beds, solicitor, to Mary Elizabeth, elder daughter of the late 
John Midgley, Esq., of Colne. 

DEATAS. 

Matcotm—On April 5, at Brighton, John George Malcolm, 
Esq., of 61, St. George’s-square, barrister, of the Inner 
Temple, and Master of the Crown-office, in the 72nd year of his 
age. 

SaunpERs—On April 8, at the Rectory, St. Luke’s, Old-street, 
Charles Saunders, Esq., Recorder of Plymouth, Devonport, 
and Wells, and Judge of the Somersetshire County; Courts. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnershins Dissolved. 
TvEspay, April 9, 1872. 
Rogerson, Geo Russell, and Wm Cooper, Lpool, Attorneys-at-Law, &c. 
an 18, 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Furpay, April 5, 1872. 
LiMiTED In CHANCERY. 

Alten and Quenangen Mining Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated March 26, ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up, and that Jas Thos Snell, 85 and 86, Cheapside, be 
appointed provisionally official liquidator. Tilleard and Co, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

County PALATINE oF LANcasTER. 
Fripay, April 5, 1872. 

Patent Papier Mache Venetian Blind Company (Limited).— Petition for 
winding up, presented March 23, directed to be heard be‘ore the Vice 
Chancellor at 11, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday, April 16. Gill, 
Lpool, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, April 5, 1872. 

Cambridge General Union Friendly Society, Tuwnhall, Cambridge- 
March 30 

Handsworth Chapel Benefit Society, Corgregational Chapel, Soho-st, 
Handsworth, Stafford. March 26 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frupay, April 5, 1872. 

Ellis, Henry, Grovelands, Devon, April 26, Ellis » Woodbury, M.R. 
Hoare, Gt James-st, Bedford-row - 

Finch, Wm, Millbank-st, Westminster, Miller. May 8. Halse e 
Rumford, V.C. Wickens. Philpott, Cheapside — E 

Higgatt, Edwd, Lincoln, Batcher, April27. Higgatt e Higgatt, M.R. 
Hughes, Lincoln 

Smith, Philip, Gateshead, Durham, Spade Manufacturer. May 10, 
Smith ve Gibson, V.C, Wickens. Swinburne, Gateshead 

Tuxspay, April 9, 1872. 

Douglas, Wm, jun, Chilton Lodge, Fulham, House Agent. April 22. 
Douglas v Douglas. V.C. Wickens. White & Co, Gt Mariborough-st 
Palmer, John, Lapworth, Warwick, Gent. Apri! 28. Sculthorpe ¢ 

Tipper, G.C. Malins. Davenport, Birm 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frupay, April 5, 1872. 
Abbott, Mark, Windley Hall, Derby, Farmer. April 30. Walker, 
Belper sid 
Banks, Geo, Canterbury-rd, Brixton, Gent. June 3. Miller & Stabbs, 
Eastchea 
Bickne!!, ily, Bognor, Sussex, Butcher, May 6. Johnson & Raper, 
Chichester , 3 
Bogue, Mary, St Louis, America, Widow. July 1. Hastings, Queen’s- 
row, Walworth 
Cunningham, Thos, Rock Ferry, Chester, Plumber, May 4. More- 
croft, Lpool , r ° 
Driver, Louisa, Highbury-pk, Spinster. July 3. Rixon & Son, Girace- 
chureh-st 7 
Elis, John, Cleckheaton, York, Yeoman, May 1. Curry, Cleckheaton 
Evans, Edwd Bacon, Trowbridge, Wilts, Manafactarer. May 31. 
Rodway & Mann, Trowbridge pas 
Ewens, John, Singleton, Sussex, Yeoman. May 6. Johnsoa & Raper, 
Chichester 
Gill, Fras, Otley, York, Spinster, May 1. Hartley, Otley 
Graves, Thos Hamilton, Foxdown House, Parkham, Devon. May i. 
Tucker, Barnataple 
Hobbina, Sami, Ludford, Lincoln, Farmer, May 18. Rholes & Sons, 
Market Rasen ; 
Hollmuller, John Fredk, Yeovil, Somerset, Protesser of Languages, 
May 1, Glyde, Yeovil 
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Martyn, Elias, Carthew, Cornwall, Stone Merchant. June 1, Carlyon, } 
at Austel 
Mathews, Jane, Chalford-hill, Gloucester, Widow. June 30, Winter- 
botham, Stroud 
Marston, Simeon Geo, Clifton with Norwood, York, Farmer. May 1, 
Hartley, Otley 
Mulliens, Sarah, Mile End-rd, Widow. June 24. Rivington & Son, 
Fenchurch-bidgs 
Niblett, Ann, Wootton, Gloucester. May 3!1. Whitcombe & Co, 
Gloucester 
Parsenage, John, Farndon, Chester, Yeoman. May !. Acton & Bury, 
Wrexham 
Randall, Geo Guy, South Bersted, Sussex, Yeoman. May 6. Johnson 
& Raper, Chichester 
Raper, aa Sowerby, York, Gent. May 13. Arrowsmith & Richardson, 
Thirs 
Rimington, Eleanor, Breaston, Notts, Widow. May 10. Sale, Derby 
Robinson, Jas, Portsea, Hants, Gent. June 1. Besant, Portsea 
Ronalds, John, Weymouth, Dorset, Gent. July 5. Bischoff & Co, Gt 
Wincehester-st-bidgs 
Rudwick, Tnos, birdham, Sussex, Yeoman, May 6. Johnson & Raper, 
Chichester 
Rushton, Ann, Edgbaston, Warwick. May 31. Sanders & Smith, 
Birm 
Sayer, Eliz Emma, Charrington-st, St Pancras, Widow. June 24. 
Buicher, Guildhail-yd 
—_ Sam!, Broadhelme, Belper, Derby, Yeoman. April 20. Walker, 
aper 
Stanton, Wm, Bramley Wharf, nr Guildford, Surrey, Coal Merchant. 
May 3. Bushby, Mark-lane 
Stokes, Saml, Woiverhampton, Stafford, Innkeeper. May10. Flewker, 
Wolverhampton 
Story, John Bainbrigge, Lockington Hail, Leicester. May1, Barber 
& Currey, Derby 
—_ 1g. Ag m, Dry Doddington, }Lincoin, Farmer. May 13. Footit, 
ewar 
Tarsey, Richd, Vassal Villa, Brixton-rd, Gent. June 1. Brown, 
Maidenhead 
Tickie, John, Langworthy, Devon, Yeoman, May 18. Burd, Okehampton 
Tomsett, Emily, Bognor, Sussex, May 6. Johnson & Raper, 
Chichester 
Walker, Wm, Otley, York, Printer. May 1. Hartley, Otley 
Williams, Gomer, Lianstepban, Carmarthen, May 1. Smith & Co, 
wana 
i ~ Richd, Redditch, Worcester, Farmer. May 17. Amphlett, 
edaitch 
Wilson, Thos, North Bierley, Bradford, York, Farmer. Junel. Wood 
& Killick, Bradford 
Wiltz, Catherine Eliz, Randolph-rd, Kilburn, Widow. May 17. Thomas, 
St James 9, Pall Mall 
Winterbotham, sey, Stroud, Gloucester, Banker. Sept 30. Winter- 
botham, sea 
Tvespar, April 9, 1872. 
yr Catherine, Lillington, Warwick, Widow. May 4. Blagg & 
headie 
Atkinson, Geo, hbury-pk, Esq. May 25. Pilgrim & Phillips, 
es t a, 
Soutksea, Hants, Widow. Jane 1. Binsteed & 
el’s-rd, Stockwell, Butter Salesman. June 24. 


w gat 
, Geo Wm, Keadi ng, Berks. April 24. Rising, Reading 
Davison, Sarah, Loughtorough, Leicester, Confectioner. May 18. Toone 
oe ro 
Duguid, Thos, jun, Change-slley, Merchant. July 1. Lyne & Holman, 
Aostin Friary 
ce, York _ use, Camberwell, Widow. June 8. Tamplia 
3e9 ses rd, Pimlico, Spinster. May 15. Parker & 
May 
Licensed Victualler. April 27. Benson & 
Patney, Chemist. May 20. Burn, Carter-lane, 
ton, ‘Laneashi re, Artiat. May 1. Ramweil & Pennington, 
uke’s, Gaa Fitter. Jane 24. Eagleton & Mason, 


Strickland & 


, Piymocth, Devon, Widew. July 1. 


hilton, Berks, Labourer. June 10. Large, 
ids, Northumberland, Widow. May 31. 
ren Siddall, Stretford, Mazeh, Spinster. Jane 24. Gill & 


: , Lpool, Gent. May 1%, Payne & Son, Lpool 
smaily Jane, canenegs tom, Warwick, Spinster. May4. Marsden, 

Friday-st 

Pegier, Chas Balaam, Comberton-ter, Upper Clapton, Licensed 
Victualler. Jane 24. Eagleton & Maaon, Newgate-st 

Perkins, Edw Moseley, Birviey Hall, Durham, Esq. June 24. Clowes 
& Co, King’s Bench Wein, loner Tex aple 

Powis, John, Pall Mail, ksq. April 21. 
_ Stag ean 
Powy+, Theos, Cheddieton, Stafford, ¥sq. May 4. Blagz, Cheadle 

Pritchard, Lawd, King-<t, Snow-hiil, Tobacey Manulactarer. June 24, 
Eagicton & Mason 1, Newgate st 

Kiddeil, Edwd Fras, Cheeseturn Grange, Northamberland, Haq. May 
31. bras bitter, Mewcaatie- apon-Syne 

Kidout, Chas Vie, kgtam, Sarrey, Surgeon. Jane 2. 
Eiy-pi, Hothorn 

Reskanern, Thos, Keetory-13, Stwke Newington. May 16. Armstrong, 
pr ecw 

Kose, Wen, Gt Marlow, Backs, Solicitor. June 24. Lagleton and Mason, 
Mew gate-st 


Combe & Wainwright, 


Davenport, 








Teevan, John Watton, Chesham-st, Belgrave-sq, Deuktiondh tas 
June 1, Drummonds and Co, Croydon 

Tennant, Rev Sanderson, Stanford-rd, Kensington, June 7. Mossop, 
Ironmonger lane 

Webber, Robt Pullen, Chislehurst, Kent, Gent. July 6. Paine and 
Layton, Gresham House, Old Broad-st 

Wittens, Richd, Waisall, Stafford, Contractor. April 19. Rowland, 


Woods Chas Thos, Queen’s-rd, Chelsea. May 23. Cutler, Bell-yd, 
Doctors’-commons 
Zachariah, Hy, Fretton, Hants, Gent. May 14. Brasch, Bishopsgate 


Without 
Bankrupts. 
Frrpvay, April 5, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo‘s of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Meusch, Fredk, Leadenhall-st, Merchant. Pet March 28, Pepys, 
April 16 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Beaumont, Thos, Higher Broughton, Lancashire, Brickmaker. Pet 
April 3. Hulton. Saltord, April 17 at It 
Brock, Wm Kortwright, Llansaintffraid, Montgomery, Surgeon. Pet 
April 2. Taibot. Newtown, April 24 at 1 
Jeffs, Wm, Northampron, Bootmaker. Pet April2. Dennis. North- 
ampton, April 20 at 10. 
Pattenden, Horace, Wellingb gh, Nort 
2. Dennis. Northampton, April 20 at 2 
Speight, Wm, Ho!beck, Leeds, Innkeeper. Pet March 30. Marshall. 
Leeds, April 24 at li 
Samner, John, Salford, Lancashire, Journeyman Joiner, Pet April 3. 
Halton. Salford, April 16 at 2 
Taplin, Jas, Bourton-on-the-Water, Gloucester, Engineer. Pet April 2, 
Gale. Cheitenham, April 22 at 11 
Wingrove, Shadrach, Hazelmere, Bucks, out of business. Pet April 3. 
Watson. Aylesbury, April 29 at 11 


Tvrspay, April 9, 1872. 
Under the Baukruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country, 


Bragg, Isaac, and Thos Fry Stephens, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Drapers. 
Pet April 5. Morgan. Birkenhead, April 25 at 10 
Edwards, James, Swansea, Glamorgan, Batcher. Pet April4. Morris. 
Swansea, April 19 at 3 
Freeman, Joseph, Watford, Herts, Coal Merchant. Pet March 27, 
Blagg. St Aiban’s, April 17 at 11 
Golden, Jas Wm, Huddersfield, York, Oil Dealer. Pet April6. Jones, 
Huddersfield, April 27 at 10 
Love, Jas, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Draper. Pet April 3. Partridge. 
King’s !-ynn, April 22 at 12 
Murray, Matthew. Wallsend, Northumberland, Draper. Pet April 4. 
Mort:mer. WNewcastie, April 20 at 12 
Neilson, Chas Duncan, Lpool, Provision Broker. Pet April6. Watson. 
Lpool, April 23 at 2 
Searle, Wm, Lpool,Shipbroker. PetApril3. Watson. Lpool, April 
22 at 2 
Waites, Arthur Edmund, Pontypool, Mon, Currier. Pet April 5. Roberts. 
Newport, April 20 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, April 5, 1872. 
Gillespie, John, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. April 3 
Tuegspay, April 9, 1872. 
Norman, Geo Lewis, Sackville-st, Piccadilly, Solicitor. April 4 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fatpay, April 5, 1872. 
Bedborough, Eleanor, Slough, Bucks, Widow. April 19 at 4, at offices 
of Long, Park st, Windsor 
Casril, Bennett, Kingston-upon-Hu!l.Oatfitter. April 17 at 11, at office 
of Ayre, Bowl alley lane, Kingston-upon: Hail 
Collis, Hy, Cherry Orchard rd, Croydon, Miller. April J8 at 12, at 
offices of Brett & Co, Leadenhall st. Davis, Harp lane, Gt Tower st 
Cross, John, Tabernacle walk, Finsbury, Boot Manufacturer. April 22 
at 2, at offices of Dod & Longstaffe, Berners st 
Cureton, Wm, Nantwich, Cheshire, Grocer. April 20 at 12, at the Rail- 
way Hotel, stoke-upon-Trent. Litchfield, Newcastle 
Dean, Wm, St Philips, Bristol, Baker. April 18 at 12, at offices of 
Henderson & Salmon, troad st, Bristol 
Eastwood, John, Burnley, Lancashire, Blacksmith, April 19 at 3, at 
offices of Baldwin, Ormerod st, Burnley 
Eliams, Saml, Newcasile-under-Lyme, Stafford, Builder. April I2at1l, 
at offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 
Green, Alfd, Stoarbridge, Worcester, Smith. April 19 at 10, at offices 
of Prescott, High st, stourbridse 
Grove, John Fitaroy, Brick hill lane, Upper Thames st, out of business. 
April 22 at 3, at offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st Without 
Happey, John Walker, Kingston upon-Hall, Hosier, April 17 at 11, at 
the Queen's Hotel, Stephenson pl, New st, Birm, Summers, Hull 
Hopkinson, Joseph, "Bras nley, Leeds, Stone Merchant. April 22 at ll, 
at offices of Beswick & Co, Albion st, Leeds, Whiteley, Leeds 
Horton, Chas, Barston, Warwick, Farmer. April 16 at 3, at offices of 
Ryland & Martineau, Cannon st, Birm 
Howes, Wm, Sasinghali st, Costume Skirt Manufactarer. April 16 at 3, 
at offices of Sydney, Leadenhall at 
Johnson, Richd Wm, Leather Market ‘Tavern, Bermondsey, Innkeeper. 
April 12 at 12, at 44, Gutter lane, Cheapside. Marsden 
Johnson, Wm if , Mark lane, Corn Merchant. April 19 at 3, at the 
Bridge House f fowl, Borough High st, Southwark, Simpson, Borough 
High st, London bridge 





pton, Draper. Pet April 
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Jones, Wm, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Fruiterer, April 15, at 57, Queen st, 
Wolverb»mpton, in lieu of the place originally named — 

Lamb, John Atkinson, Hinmanby, York, Tailor, April 23 at 2, at the 
Beverley Arms Hotel, Beverley. Richardson, Scarborough 

Leete, Wm, | ittle Cadogan p!, Chelsea, Builder. April 23 at 3, at offices 
of Thomson, New Broad st 

Luke, Josiah, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn, Tailor. April 22 at 2, at offices of 
Briant, Old Broad st : 

Lumb, Joserh Dyson, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. April.23 at 3, at 
office of Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 

Mansley, Stephen, New Pellon, York, Contractor. April 19 at 3, at 
offices of Boocock. Black Swan Ginnel, Silver st, Halifax 

Mills, Hy, Oxford st, Silversmith. May 1 at 2, at office of Harcourt & 
Macarthur, Moorgate st 

Palfrey, Thos, Weobley, Hereford, Bootmaker. April 20 at 11, at the 
Talbot Inn, Leominster. Cheese, Hay 

Parkes, Israel, Westbromwich, Stafford, Ironmaster. April 18 at 12, at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Kirm Griffin, Kirm 

Payn, Emily, Lymington, Hants, Bootseller. April 19 at 3, at office of 
Killby, Portl nd st, Sovthampton 

Pratt, John, Vanghan rd, Camberwell, Sausage Skin Dealer. April 9 at 
2, at office of Preston, London wall 

Sanders, Joseph Brook, Waterford rd, Fulham, Builder. April 13 at 1, 
at offices of Biddles, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 

Scott, Wm. Huddersfield, York, Furniture Broker. April 15 at 11, at 
offices of Sykes. New st, Huddersfield : 

Sherratt, Thos Hampstead rd, Miller. April 13 at 11, at office of Daniel, 
Chancery-lane 

Solomon. Fredk, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Carpenter. April 15 at 12, at 
Northfield House, North pl, Creitenham. Potter 

Stooks, Edwd, Queensbury, nr Bradford, York. Grocer. April 13 at 10, 
at offices of Gant, Union nassage, Kirkgate, Bradford 

White, Wm, Wykeham, York, Innkeeper. April 23 at 12, at offices of 
Moody & Co, St. Thomas’s st, Scarborough 

Tuespay, April 9, 1872. 

Allen, John, Wakefield, York, Corn Factor, April 22 at 11, at the 
Forresters’ Hall, Crown ct, Wakefield. Wainwright & Co, Wakefield 

Anderson, Chas Walter, Birm, Porse Manufacturer. April 19 at 12, 
at offices of Griffin, Bennett’s hili, Birm 

Bailey, Thos Sharpe, Bootle, Lancashire, Baker. April 20 at 12, at 
offices of Thorniev & 


Heaton, Dale st, Lpool 
Barker, Chas, Edgware rd, Hosier. April 23 at 2, at offices of Phelps & 
Sidgwick, Gresham st, 


Bayles, Richd, Bristol, Grocer. April 22 at 12, at offices of Henderson 
Salmon, Broad st, Bristol 

Bedford, Thos, sen, Ampney St. Mary, Gloucester, Farmer. April 20 at 
2, at the Ram Hotel, Cirencester. Jones, Malmesbury 

Bibbs, John, sen, Ledbury, Hereford, Butcher. April 22 at 11, at the 
Feathers Hotel, Ledbury. Piper, Ledbury 

Brierley, Sam!,Smallbridge, nr Rochdale, Lancashire, Factory Operative. 
Aprit 24 at 11, at offices of Koberts & Sons. John st, Rochdale 

Browne, Walter, Nottingham, Dentist. April 19 at 3, at office of 
Browne & Son, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Carr, Milton, Red Dial, West vard, Cumberland, Innkeeper. April 24 at 
1, at offices of McA}pin, Devonshire st, Carlisle 

Clifford, Alex, North Shields, Northumberland, Printer, April 23 at 
12.30, at office of Lietch & Co, Howard st, North Shields 

Collins, Edmund Hatherell, Hawkesbury, Gloucester, Corn Merchant. 
April 22 ut 1, at offices of Press & Inskip, Small st, 8ristol 

Davies, Jane, Dow!ais, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 22 at 
11, at offices of Smith & Co, Victuria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Dykes, Thos, Bathpool, Somerset, Grocer. April 19 at 12, at offices of 

d & Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Dalton, Easum, Bloomsbury st, Bedford sq, Clerk, April 20 at 3.30, at 
offices of Evans & Co, John st. Bedford row 

Edwardes, Grant Wm, Little Tower st chambers, Wine Broker. April 
24 at 2, at offices of Kearsey, Old Jewry 

Farrant, Geo, Clare st. Clare Market, Cheesemonger. April 26 at 2, at 
offices of Berkeley & Calcott, Lincoln's inn fields 

Fenn, Wm, Gt liford, Essex, Licensed Victualler. April 17 at 11, at 
Chancery chambers, Quality et, Chancery lane, Pain 

Fryer, Chas, Bristol, Auctioneer. April 18 at 12, at office of Jackson, 

road gt, Guildhall chambers, Bristol 

Fryer, John, Barnton, Cheshire, Draper. April 25 at 11, at oftice of 
Fletcher, (1d Townhall chambers, Northwich 

Gumprecht, Gustave, Woodst, Merchant, April 22 at 3, at 123, Bishops- 
gate st Within, Holme», Eastcheap 

Hawksworth, Thos, Birm, Chemist, April 19 at 3, at offices of Parry 
Benneit’s hill, Birm 

Hetherington, Sarah Ann, Leeds, Corset Maker. April 23 at 3, at office 
of Fawcett & Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Hingley, Herbert, Oldswinford, Worcester, Builder, April 26 at 1, at 
offices of Homer, Brierley Hill 

Hughes, John, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler, April 22 at 
at 3, at office of Tennant, Aberavon 

Husband, Jas, Gt Ayton, York, out of business. April 18 at 11, at offices 
of Greener & Co, Station st, Middlesborough 

Jepson, Win, Chorley, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer, April 22 at 

1, at offices of Boote & Edgar, George st, Manch 

Jones, Fredk Geo, Sate, Cheshire, Ironmonger, April 20 at 11, at 
offices of Gardner & Horner, Cross st, Manch 

Keeley, Win, Hornsey rd, Oilman, April 22 at 3, at offices of Birchall, 
Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane. Harrison, Furnival’s inn 

Ladley, Chas, Trowse Newton, Norfolk, Cattle Salesman, April $0 at U1, 
at the Angel Inn, Brigg. Mason, Barton upon-Humber ’ 

Langton, Thos, Thames st, Rotherhithe, Timber Merchant. April 29 at 
at 2, at offices of Slater & Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghal | st 
Hewitt 

Lankester, Edwin, Gt Marlborough st, Doctor. May ) at 3, at offices of 
Lewis & Co, Old Jewry 

Larnach, Jobn Loxan, Aston-pk, nr Birm, Lithographor. April 19 at 3, 
at office of Jacques, Cherry st, Birra 

Lawson, John, Alderley-rd, Globe-rd, Mile End, Grocer, April 22 at 2, 
at offices of Layton, Gresham-st 
on, Jus, Highest, Peokham, Joweller. April 16 al 2, at office of 

Coker, Cheapside. Barrett, New-inn, Strand. 








Morris, John, Longton. Stafford, Chemist. April 25 at 2, at at office of 
Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Morton, Geo Fras, Guisborongh, York, Veterinary Surgeon. April 17. 
at 11, at «ffices of Greener & Co, Station st, Middlesborough. Dobson. 
Middlesborouch 

Manley, John, Thorverton, Devon, Baker. April 19 at 11, at offices of 
Huggins. Paul st, Exeter 

Naden, Arthur, Birm, Wine Merchant. April 20 at 10.30, at offices of 
Eaden, Bennett’s-hill. Birm 

Newman Wm, Gt Rissingion, Gloucester, Shoemaker. Aprié 16 at 11, 
at the Talbot Inn, Stow-on-the-Wold 

Owen-, Geo Hassal', Tranmere, Cheshire, Poulterer. April 19 at 2, at 
office of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Pierce, Alf’ Edwd, Oxford st, Engineer. April 19 at 3, at office of 
Lewin, Southampton st Strand 

Pike, Richd, Bethnal Green rd, Carpenter. April 22 at3, at office of 
Hales & Co, Kine st, Cheanside. Perrin, King st, Cheapside 

Potter, Mark, Wak field, York, Maltster. April 19 at 1, at officeso 
Fernandes & Gill, Cress st Wakefield 

Pollan, Chas, (xeds, Manufacturer. April 22 at 11, at Wharton’s 
Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Yewdall : 

Rea‘, Jas, Bungay, Suffolk, Fish Merchant. April 19 at 12, at office of 
Palmer, South quay, Gt Yarmouth 

Rench, Alice, Exeter, Lodging house Keeper, April 17 at 11, at offices 
Terrell & Petherick, Southernhay, Exeter , 

Robertson, Jas Wilson. Aldersgate st, Bullion Dealer. April 22 atl,at 
offices of Roscoe, Bedford row : 

Robinson. Thos, Wakefield, York, Manufacturer. April 22 atll, at 
offices of Stocks & Nettleton, Westgate, Wakefield . 

Rogers, Ann, Mutcombe st, Be'grave sq, out of business, April 17 at 
1, at officce of Coker, Cheapside. Barrett, New inn, Strand 

Russel]. Edwin Jas, Nunney, Somerset, Builder. April 22 at3, at offices 
Cru'twell & Daniel, Bath st, Frome : 

Smith. Chas. Hampton, Middx, Farmer. April 19 at 2,at office of 
Girdwood, Verula m bldgs, Gray’s inn 

Smith, Fredk, Falmouth, Cornwall, Watchmaker. April 25 at 12, at 
offices of Genn & Nalder, Chureh st, Falmouth mea 

Smith, John, Bubbenhall. Warwick, Licensed Victualler, April 30 at 
12, at offices of Minster & Son, Trinity churchyard, Coventry 

Spencer, Wm, Go leston, Suffolk, Fishing-boat Owner. April 23 at 12, 
at office of Wi'tshire Regent st, Gt Yarmouth 

Tetley, Edwd Theophilus, Bingley, York, Stuff Manufacturer. April 
20 at 10, at offices of Watson & Dickons, Victoria-chambers, Market 
st, Bradford ; 
Thomas, Jas, Manch, Comm Agent. April 24at 3, at offices of 
Dewturst. Victoria st, Manch : 
Warren, Wm Hy, Exeter, Tailor. April 20 at 1!, at offices of Harris 
Wreford & Co, Gandy st chambers, Exeter. Higgins, Exeter 

Warwick, Hv, Harrow rd, Paddington, Bootmaker. April 18 at 3.30, 
at office of Rule & Head, Westbourne grove, Bayswater. Yorke, 
Marylebone rd z : 

Well, f onis, Litt!e Alie st. Goudman’s fields, Whitechapel, Fancy Trim- 
ming Manufacturer. Avril 25at 2, at office of Ladbury & Co, Cheap- 
side. Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 5 

Wilson, Geo Allan, Lpool, Comm Agent. April 22 at 2, at office of 
Mingaud Lime st, Lpool : 

Wilacn, Robt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Poulterer. April 23 at 12, at 
offices of Gibson, Mosley st, Newcastle upon-Tyne 

Winterburn, John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Auctioneer. April 19 at 2, at 
office of Lawrence & Dixon, Harrington st, Lpool 
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SON, 
aye MAKERS, 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


TO HER MAJESTY, THE LORD CHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
04, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
PROTECTION FROM FIRE. 
RYANT AND MAY'S 
PATENT SAFETY MATCHES 


LIGHT ONLY ON THE BOX. 
Reset AND MAY'S 





TRADE MARK—AN ARK. 


RYANT AND MAY'S 
PATENT SAFETY MATCHRS 
ARE NOT POISONOUS. 
RYANT AND MAY'S 
PATENT SAFETY MATCHES 
WITHOUT PHOSPHORUS, 
i RYANT AND MAY'S 
PATENT SAFETY MATCHES 
LIGHT ONLY ON THE BOX, 
RYANT AND MAY'S 
; PATENT SAFEFY HOLDER 
For use wherever a Match is frequently reqaired. 


BRYANT AND MAY. 





NOHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON,—The Papers 
issued by the Board can be had BY oaDER of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THE LONDON SOHIOL BOARD, 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane, 
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£56 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 13, 1482. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors in England and Wales, 
and their Wives, Widows, and Families. 














INSTITUTED 1858. 





THE TWENTY-EIGHTH half-yearly GENERAL MEETING of the Members of this Association will be held in the Hall of the 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, Chancery-lane, London, on WEDNESDAY next, the 17th day of APRIL, at ONE o'clock, r.x.: To 
receive from the Board of Directors a Report and Statement of Accounts for the Half-year, and to transact other business, 

Notice or Motion ny Mr. SIDNEY SMITH. 

The substitution in Rule XVII. of the word “three” instead of “two” in the first line, and the addition of the following words after 
the word “‘year in the last line: “the audit of any two of whom to be considered sufficient.” 

The meeting will be open to the Profession generally. (By order of the Board) 

8, Clifford’s Inn, London, April, 1872. THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary. 











° | nee 
The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. | ‘3 el STOCK ere (Limited), 5, 
» E.C. 
= toi i he t notice. | Is open to the Public from Ten till Four o’clock daily, for the Negotia- 
Every requisite unter Ge shave Aen ages an: Sn aes tion, Purchase, und Sale of Securities of all temp Sale by Austen, 
The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use | Tucsday at One o’clock. The Scale of Commission is fixed, at a very 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed | low rate. Orders sent by letter, telegram, or given in person, promptly 
bn the p r form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER | attended to by a Sworn Broker attached to the Establishment, 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL | For full particulars apply to the Managing Director or Secretary. 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com-| —_— 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Registration Forms. LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
= — | COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
Solicitors’ Account Books. —_ fe) : REEN (an LANE, en ey wre 
pe ra ee cNR many yearswith the late George 
ASH & FLIN T, H Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the stheuiag of 
S:ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet, | the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). of ——s years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 
| and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B One copy of advertise. 
“ 2 pis 2 ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured, 
Now ready, in fep. 8vo, price 2s. 61. cath, | Officially stamped forms for a@yertisemeats and file of “ London 
f Bens MAYOR’S COURT, LONDON ; a Manual | Gazette ” kept. 
of Practice in Actions and Attachments. By G. Man.ey | a  Saeaamemeeet es ; 
WETHERFIELD, Solicitor, Autlor of “ Notes on Bankruptcy Liquida- IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
c. } Most convenient, economical, and fine-flavoured stock for Beef 
London ; Loxcmans, GreeN & Co., Paternoster-row. | Tea (about 24d. a pint), Soups, Sauces, and made dishe-, costing hardly 
| more than one-fourth of what it would when made of fresh meat; keeps 
Now ready, the Second Edition of cp uertreie: opened. Ib. jars recommended, 
RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ RECORD of PUR-|  Nowpermanently used in most households in town and country. 
CHASES and SALES, with CALCULATIONS Adapted tc | Caution.—Ask for LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT, being the only 
Every Inve ent. An additional portion especially adapted for the | Sort warranted Genuine and Perfect Baron Liebig, the Inventor, by 
Legal Profession, containing Forms of Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold | requiring his Signature on every Jar. 
Property; Leasehold, Let and Held; Mortgages, Held and Effected; | -—-—-_—— 
+m Bilis and Promissory Notes; Moneys Advanced oor | THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Borrowed. | - mi , 
** The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to | ’ ” iad — “_— “4 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- C ARR 8, 26 0; STRAN D— 
Vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence | Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
revious to the first edition. | or Fish, 2s. and 23. 6d. ‘if I desirea —— dinner ——— 
. Cea Sere . | with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap an 
YRACROFTS CONSOL DIAGRAM, showing the | good, I know only of one house, and that is in tno Strand, close to Roses 
J Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year | Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old Eugland with 
trum the French Revolution of 1789 to the Franco-German War of 1870, | excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with the Growth and Uecline cf the National Funded Debt of Great | with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June 1s, 1864, 
Britain; the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabu- | page 449. 
lated Statement of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks. The new Hall lately added is ene of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
* Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is | London. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. Gd. 
c.carness itself—is p cert anenete commentary on English history for | - 
the period in question.”—-Economist, > 29 ” 
Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 6d. AU K EN I H A 5 T AND C 0. 
, cane at Celebrated Easy Fitting and First Class 
eS. BANK DIVIDEND ,CHART, BOOTS for WALKING, SHOOTING, DANCING, PARADE & PARK, 
1876-71.— Showing the Half-yearly Rates of Dividend declared by 2 5 
ever One Hundred and SixtyJoint Stock Banks, United Kingdom and SNE: ONS ee ae 
Colonial; with Nominal and Paid-up Capital, Number and Amount These Boots are worn by Noblemen, Gentlemen, Clergymen, Mer- 
Paid of Shares, Date of Payment of Dividends, Reserve Fund, Liabilities, | Chants, Manufacturers, Lawyers, Doctors, Farmers, and every class of 
a Price of Shares, January, 1871, and Yield per eent.on Purchase | Well-to-do people all over the country, the United States, Canada, 
2. Price 26. 64.; or, mounted on roller, 10s. 6d. India, &c, tins 
London: Errincnam Witsom, Publisher, Royal Exch ’ ; p 
EEKNABD CRACKOFT, Swor Broker, 5, Aastin-friars, £.C. 10, PALL MALL EAST, LONDON, 8.W. 
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SERED PIA 5 - pee ————— | so€WPe aN PTTT J-—For SITTING he MS. 
UTHORS ADVISED WITH as to the Cost of, KC AMPTULICON-—Por SITTING ROOMS 
< os and Publishing, and the Cheapest Mode of Bringing For Nurserics and Washstands. 
ee For Billiard and Toilet Mats. 

Yates & Atexasper, Printers, 7, Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. * Plain, and in the choicest designs. 








1 ESSES. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S | Ceraatiascace DOOR MATS, 
a LIST o& ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Coantry Residences, Hunting and Shooting | —-—-—--—- ai cata. 
Giarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Kent Charges, House Property and ae WATERPROOF COATS. 


lnvreatraents generally, is published on the first day of each month, 





and may be obtained, free of charge, at their 80, Cheapside, B.C., | - 
ar will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser- y 

tion should be received not later than four’ days previous tothe end W HOLESALE AND RETAIL. 
Of the preceding mouth. 


((AREETS—Dustproot card Washable Carpets aro RITANNIA RUBBER and KAMPTULICON 


preferrea by the Barristers of Lincolnsinn to all both COMPANY, 32, Canxox-eravet, E.C, 








Testimonials, ke.,can be had om application to Messrs. Cuttra i Co, 
87, Eelmont street, London, MW, 





for their Chambers and also for their private residences. —Samples and GpAnpen HOSE.—For Flower Gardens, in 60 


foct lengths, with Brass fittings. 
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